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CURRENT TOPICS. 

THe BLUE nipzon of the conveyancers, disposable by the retire- 
ment of Mr. Darr, has been bestowed on Mr. Srencer P. Burien, 
and we believe that his title to the honour has been admitted 
without objection or requisition by the fraternity. 





Ow Sarurpay tast Mr. Justice Norru gave notice that, as soon 
as he had got through his list of further considerations, he should 
proceed with the adjourned summonses and the non-witness 
actions, and that, until he had made some way with these matters, 
he could not fix a day for beginning the actions with witnesses. 





In a sHoRT cavsE which was in Mr. Justice Nortn’s paper on 
Saturday last no copy of the minutes of the proposed judgment had 
been left for the use of the judge. His lordship said that in 
future, if a copy of the proposed minutes was not left in such 
eases, he should order the case to stand over for a wee 
should make the person who was responsible for the omi 
the costs of the standing over. In another short cause the” 
day his lordship said that this rule would apply to forecl 
actions as well as others. 





Tue TRANSFER, which we stated last week to be in course of 
preparation, of one hundred actions to the list of Mr. Justice 
Kexewice was made on Saturday, the 22nd inst., and issued on the 
24th. It will be observed that the earliest date on which any of these 
actions was set down was the 16th of June, 1886, and the latest 
day the 11th of December, 1886. It is impossible to predict when 
the earliest cases in the transferred list will come into t per ; 
that depends on several considerations, but it seems pro that 
by the middle of next month the previous list will be exhausted. 


Mr. Justice Currry a few days ago made some pointed remarks 
on the duties and liabilities of receivers. It appeared that a receiver, 
instead of paying money into court and passing his accounts, paid 
the money he received to his solicitors, who became bankrupt. 
Mr. Justice Currry charged the receiver with interest at four per 
cent. on the balances in his hands, and took the opportunity of 
observing, by wey of warning to receivers, that solicitors for 
receivers sometimes seemed to think that delay was of no im- 
portance in passing the accounts. It was not sufficiently remem- 
| bered that the duty of receivers was to protect the fund and to 
» see that the money got into court. 





Tue recent pEatH of Mr. Serjeant Stxicu, following closely 
upon that of Mr. Serjeant Batxantove, has reduced the number of 
surviving serjeants-at-law, other than judges and ex-judges, to five, 
and of there only Sir Jonn Simon and Serjeant Rosrson hold 
patents of precedence. It is noticeable that Serjeant Sretcn ob- 
tained the coif in 1868, at the same time as the late jeant 
Sarcoop and the late Serjeant Cox, and that the rank of serjeant 
was not conferred on any practising barrister after that date. 
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held that he was not bound by that contract, and that it was com- 
petent for him to go behind it and look at all the circumstances of 
the case, and, having done this, he deprived the solicitor of the 
commission because he found that a person other than the vendor 
—viz., the original owner—was the person principally interested 
in the sale. And, according to the taxing master’s reasons, it 
would appear that as the greater part of the proceeds went into 
the original owner’s pocket, he ought to pay a proportionate 
share of the costs, and the solicitor must put up with the loss 
because he had not a binding contract from this person to pay 
his costs. The persons who received the principal part of the 
proceeds of the sale in question had nothing to gain by it beyond 
what was secured to them by their own contract, the costs in con- 
nection with which, it is assumed, had already been paid; and 
why they should be called upon to pay again—they being only con- 
curring parties— does not seem quite clear. The judge, how- 
ever, seems to have treated them as joint vendors. We venture 
to think that the sale in question was, in substance, a sale 
subject to incumbrances, and as such the solicitor was, under 
rule 9 of schedule I. part I. of the Remuneration Order, 
entitled to charge on the whole amount of the purchase- 
mo When the Remuneration Order was made, the scales 
therein provided were intended to cover the rough transactions and 
the smooth ones, but the tendency of the authorities seems to be 
to make it rough for the solicitor all round. If the solicitor loses 
in pocket, there is no remedy for him, as the scale must be adhered 
to; but if the scale gives him anything more than he would be 
entitled to before it came into operation, his charges must be cut 
down. We hope that the Incorporated Law Society, who, it was 
stated in court, were supporting the contention of the solicitors, 
will not allow the matter to remain as it now stands. 





THE LEGAL Positron of the travelling public has been very much 
improved during the past week. This change is due to the 
decision of the Court of Appeal in The Bernina, Armstrong v. 
Mills, overruling Thorogood v. Bryan (8 C. B. 115). The latter 
case had settled that a passenger was so far identified with the 
driver of the vehicle in which he was travelling that contributory 
negligence on his part would prevent the passenger from recover- 
ing damages against the owner of another vehicle by which he 
Was injured. This was, of course, upon the ground that the 
relationship between the two was analogous to that between 
master and servant. The facts of Thorogood v. Bryan were briefly 
these :—A passenger alighted from an omnibus which had stopped 
in the middle of the road; another omnibus, following too rapidly, 
ran over him, and he died from the injuries received. An action 
was brought by his representative, under Lord Campbell’s Act, 
against the owner of the second omnibus, but failed, owing to 
the contributory negligence of the driver of the first omnibusin not 
drawing up to the kerb-stone. But the identification of the 
passenger with the driver, upon which the decision was founded, 
was a great extension of a principle that, even in its usual 
application, is often difficult to justify. Hence the decision was 
regarded with dissatisfaction, and it has long been anticipated that 
it would be overruled upon an opportunity arising. Such oppor- 
tunity the recent case has ufforded, and the Court of Appeal has 
unhesitatingly taken advantage of it to abolish a fiction which 
had no foundation in fact. The identification of a master with 
his. servant is a principle well known to the law, and its 
extension to the more general case of principal and agent will 
probably not be disputed. It is usual to justify it by saying 
that the master has exercised his discretion in choosing his 
servant, and must be held liable if he has chosen a careless 
one. This was applied in Thorogood v. Bryan, on the ground 
that the passenger had selected his omnibus. But the Court 
of Appeal has now got nearer the truth. In very few cases 
has a passenger by a public conveyance any reel chance of selection, 
and, even if he has, the analogy of master and servant does not 
in the least hold, for he has no control of any kind over the driver. 
Moreover, the Master of the Rolls pointed out one result of the 
pretended identification which makes the matter very clear. If it 
really exists, not only are the passengers’ rights thereby diminished, 
bot a new and unexpected liability must be laid upon him, inas- 
much as he becomes actually liable for the driver’s negligence. 
This, of course, is too absurd. It is clear, therefore, that the 








fiction of identification with the driver cannot be used, and in 
future a passenger who is injured in a collision or other accident ~~ 
involving two vehicles or ships, and which is due to the negligence 
of each, will be able to recover against the owner of either. In 
the case just decided, three persons who were on board The Bushire 
were killed in a collision between that ship and Zhe Bernina. 
Both vessels were in fault. One of the deceased was an officer 
directly responsible for the collision ; he therefore had no remedy, 
but the representatives of the other two recovered against the 
owners of The Bernina. The law is now settled in accordance 
both with the most recent American decisions and with the decided 
tendency of opinion among ourselves. 





Ir Is UNFORTUNATELY TRUE that the length of time now lost between 
the setting down of a chancery action for hearing and the date of the 
actual hearing does not afford a satisfactory matter of contem- 
plation. It was thought that the institution of originating sum- 
monses would, to a certain extent, have disposed of this fruitfal 
source of delay and consequent complaint. ‘A Country Solicitor,” 
writing to a contemporary, directs attention to the fact that, 
although he takes out an originating summons, he does not get 
what he wants or expects, but encounters intolerable delay, and, 
owing to the judges’ arrangements, ‘‘an absolute uncertainty as 
to when the summons may be disposed of.” This uncertainty 
arises from the matter being referred by the chief clerk to be 
disposed of by the judge. Such a case now goes into the general 
list, and is disposed of in its turn with actions commenced by 
writ and incumbered with pleadings. There can be no doubt 
however that many originating summonses are disposed of by the 
chief clerks, and to that extent the new system has been a success. 
But what is the extent of this success? Judging by the number 
of adjourned summonses which come into the daily cause lists, 
there must be a large number of proceedings commenced by 
originating summons which might with equal propriety have been 
commenced by writ. The only consolation to be offered to those who 
commence proceedings by this process is that oy are, in one respect, 
better off than their brethren who commenced by writ. Though 

have the disappointment of not having their case decided 
soon as expected, they can, even if adjourned into court, set 
down their case in the cause book at an earlier time than it would 
have been set down if commenced by writ. Until, however, there 
are more judges to dispose of actions in the Chancery Division, 
or a better arrangement of the work of the existing judges is 
made, such evils as that complained of by ‘‘ A Country Solicitor” 
must prevail. And we are sorry to say that no better arrange- 
ment seems to be in contemplation. 








COVENANTS RUNNING WITH THE LAND. 
(L) COVENANTS IN LEASES, 


Unver ordinary circumstances it is only the original parties to a 
contract who can sue upon it, or who are bound by it—in other 
words, who can claim the benefit or are liable to the obligation or 
the burden of it. Between such persons there is said to exist 
privity of contract. But if the contract refers to land, and if one 
or both of the contracting parties have an estate in it, then the 
contract is sometimes allowed to follow that estate into the hands 
of assigns. The privity of estate in such cases is allowed to take 
the place of privity of contract, and the assigns are treated in law 
as though they had been originally parties. The particular con- 
tract to which these remarks apply is a covenant, and when the 
covenant in this manner is transferred to subsequent assigns i‘ is 
said to run with the land. 

The above is an outline of the theory of covenants running with 
the land at law, or at least so far as the matter is governed by the 
common law. To speak of them, however, as running with the 
land, is clearly wrong, for it is not with the land as such that 
the covenants in any case run, but with particular estates in 
the land. This distinction is fundamental, and upon it rests the 
importance of the idea of privity of estate. As to this, more- 
over, @ distinction must be taken. If A. and B. are the original 


contracting parties, and if B. assigns his interest to C., we may 
require privity of estate between A. and B. as well as between 
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B. and C. For this reason it was that if A., a lessor, had, by mort- 
gage, parted with his legal estate, the covenants entered into by 
B., the lessee, did not bind C., his assign. Thus privity of estate 
may be taken to include both privities or one only. Now for 
covenants to run with the land at law, there have been till recently 
two requisites; they must relate to the land, and there must be at 
least privity of estate between successive assigns of each party, if 
not also between the original parties themselves. ‘ 

But on this subject the books are full of doubts. Lord St. 
Leonards, in his Vendors and Purchasers (chapter 15, section 1, 
14th edition), joins issue on several important points with the 
opinions of the Real Property Commissioners as embodied in their 
Third Report ; and the question whether the burden of a covenant, 
not being a covenant in a lease, can ever run with the land at law 
has been a matter of keen discussion and of conflicting decisions. 
Some of the controversies which were too grave for argument to 
eettle have been decided by the Legislature, and in icular the 
Conveyancing Act has robbed “ privity of estate” of much of its 
potency. But more serious inroads have been made by equity, 
and nearly all the recent cases have depended on the doctrine of 
notice. When a contract has been entered into with regard to 
land, and a man takes that land with knowledge of the contract, 
then he will be restrained in equity from doing anything 
in violation of it. This being so, it is often superfluous 
to inquire if the covenant runs with the land at luw; equity, 
which looks at the conscience of each successive owner, is 
careless as to whether the subtleties of privity of estate have 
been duly satisfied. Nevertheless, the cases are numerous in 
which a knowledge of the common law and the statute law is 
essential, and it is proposed in this and following articles to 
attempt a systematic view of the whole subject. 

In the first place, it is necessary to distinguish covenants in 
leases from all others. The peculiar relation between the rever- 
sioner and the occupier renders it ener | to take them by 
themselves, and it has been emphatically laid down that they are 
governed by considerations of their own: Accordingly we shall 
treat of these first. 

I. Covenants between lessor and lessee.—The peculiarity here 
lies in the fact that each party has an estate in the same land, 
the covenants are entered into for the purpose of governi 
respective interests in regard to it. The estate of the lessor 
reversion ; the estate of the lessee is his interest under the lease ; 
but the law here, as elsewhere, fastens on the tangible nature of 
the estate which involves actual possession, and while the coven- 
ants of the lessor are said to run with the reversion, the covenants 
of the lessee are said to run with the land. If, however, we 
remember that it is not with the land as such, but with a particu- 
lar leasehold interest in it, that they run, the matter will become 
much clearer. 

We must distinguish now the covenants entered into by the 
lessee from those of the lessor, and in each case we must trace the 
burden or obligation and the benefit of the covenant, inquiring 
whether they run with either interest into the hands of successive 
owners of it. 

(a.) Burden of covenants by lessee.—The burden of the covenant 
is here, of course, upon the lessee. Originally binding on him 
personally, we have to consider when it will bind also those to 
whom he assigns his interest. This depends upon various subtle- 
ties introduced, or at least defined, by Spencer’s case (1583, 1 Sm. 
L. C. 68), and we have to consider both the relation of the 
covenant to the land and its form. As regards the former, 
it may concern something already in existence on the land, or 
something only contemplated to be made or done, or it may be 
collateral—that is, it may not concern the land at all. As regards 
its form, it may be entered into by the lessee for himself and his 
representatives only, real and personal, or it may purport expressly 
to bind the assigns. The rules in each of these cases are briefly 
as follows :— 

(i.) When the covenant relates to a thing in esse, it is inde- 
pendent of the form; that is, it binds the assigns whether 
named or not. 

(ii.) When it relates to a thing im futwro, it binds the assigns 
only when they are named. 

(iii.) When it is collateral, it never binds the assigns—+.e., in 
no way can it be made to run with the land, 





The reasons given by Lord Coke for these rules are not very 
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assigns. But the former part of this reason depends upon a 
material view of the relation of the covenant to the thing which 


will not bear examination, for the law can enforce the agree’ 
against the assign if it so chooses, whatever be the nature 
thing to which it relates; and the latter is really meanin 
for it is clear one man cannot bind another in a contract 
merely naming him. A better 

rule when it is remarked that the assign takes the 
the lease and so should bear its burden. But this, as 
in Minshull v. Oakes, proves i 
whether the assigns are or are 
Smith’s Leading Cases it is that when the 
in futuro the assign only gets the of it at his own 
and so, some special reason being wanted for binding him in 
case, it is found in the use of the word , 

clearly only a good reason after the rule hag been established, 
when it has become the custom for intending assigns to peruse 
original lease ; a reason for the continuance of the 
establishment. At the present day an es who finds hi 
mentioned knows that he is to be bound, it is this kno 
which really makes him a to the contract. The pri 
is, therefore, that an assign is bound as of course if the 
which the covenant relates is already in existence for his t 
but if he has himself to incur the cost of calling it into 

then he is only bound because the use of the word assigns makes- 
him aware of the obligation he is incurring. 

But, however well established the distinction may be, and it 
has been as firmly settled since Minshull v. Oakes as it was before, 
its justification is not easy. The following is the opinion the 
Real Property Commissioners passed upon it :— 

‘« Tt appears to us that these distinctions are little else than 
artificial. They lead to subtleties, and, in our opinion, may be 
wacfully abolished ; and, with reference to leases and all covenants 
entered into by the lessees, we think it should be enacted that all 
such covenants, of whatever nature and for whatever purpose, unless 
an intention to the contrary be expressed, or is to be inferred from 
the instrument, should be Jinding on every assignee of the term” 
(Third Report, p. 46). . pear 

This recommendation, however, has never been carried into 
effect, and the rule of the common law, as settled by Spencer’s 
case, still remains for the mystification of the uninitiated. Its 
application, too, is by no means easy, and it is only by a careful 
comparison of the cases that we can decide whether a particular 
covenant relates to a thing in esse or a thing im futuro, or whether 
it does not concern the at all, but is merely collateral. 
good example of this is afforded by Williams v. Harle (1868, 
3 Q. B. 739), view considering whether a covenant not to 
assign ran with the land, it was ey obeys! to emphasize 
the fact that assigns were mentioned, ugh it seems clear that 
this did not refer to anything on the land not yet in existence, 
but to be made at the lessee’s expense (see, too, West v. Dodd, 4 
Q. B. 687 n. (1) ). 

But, after it has been settled that the covenant ‘is capable 
running, we still have to satisfy the requirement of privi 
estate. It will only bind those who take the very estate 
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the covenants on B. An assignment of an agreement for a lease 
creates no privity of contract between the lessor and the assignee, 
‘and the equitable assignment of a lease has no greater effect. The 
covenants could only run where there was privity of estate. 
West v. Dobb (1869, 4 Q. B. 634) also was decided on the ground 
that there had never been any actual assignment of the term. 
Thus far we have treated of the matter as it stands at law; 
but, as we have already remarked, equity introduces different con- 
siderations, and these apply to the covenants in a lease. The doc- 
trine of notice is quite independent of privity of estate. This 
has been chiefly useful when a lessor has wished to restrain a sub- 
lessee from violating the covenants in the original lease. Of 
course the sub-lessee does not take the estate of the first lessee, 
and hence, as there is no privity of estate, the covenants do not 
bind him at law. But, if he has notice of them, equity will re- 
strain him from violating them. It is not necessary to inquire here 
into the nature of notice and what amounts to constructive notice. 
The latter point was considered in Fielden v. Slater (1869, 7 Eq. 
523). But it was well settled in Parker v. Whyte (1863, 1 H. & 
M. 167, 32 L. J. Ch. 520) that a sub-lessee is bound to inquire 
into his leszor’s title and has notice of covenants contained in his 
lease. In Clement v. Wellss (1865, 1 Eq. 200) a distinction was 
taken, on the ground that the covenant was first contained in a 
mesne assignment, and not in the original lease from the freeholder. 
But it was held, by Romilly, M.R., that this circumstance made no 
difference, and certainly not where, as in the case before him, the 
sub-lessee had constructive notice. 








CONCERNING SEARCHES. 
(XXII.) WHAT SEARCHES ARE USUALLY MADE, 
Szarcnges as Arrecrep ny THE Interest oF THE VENDOR. (2.) 


Purchaser paying purchase-money but not taking conveyance.— 
In favour of a purchaser or mortgagee whose money is paid, or 
of a person who has contracted to purchase (ante, p. 4), the court 
will not allow a subsequent judgment creditor of the vendor or 
mortgagor to touch the legal estate: Finch v. Winchelsea (1 P. W. 
278) ; Burgh v. Frances (3 Swans. 536n); the reason apparently 
being that the judgment creditor has no specific lien on the land: 
Averall v. Wade (Ll. & Goo., at p. 262): see ante, p. 73. 

Trustees for sale—Searches for improvement charges must be 
made against the tenant for life. If his consent to the sale is not 
necessary, no other searches reed be made against him, but if his 
consent is necessary, the same searches, except for judgments, must 
be made against him as if he was owner in fee. Searches for lis 
pendens, and if the property is situated in Middlesex or Yorkshire, 
searches in the county registry, must be made against the trustees. 
It should be remembered that, if the court has authorized the 
tenant for life to exercise the powers of sale conferred by section 
63 of the Settled Land Act, 1882, by an order under section 7 of 
the Act of 1884, which is in force only while registered as a lis 
pendens against the trustees, no sale can be made by the trustees 
without the consent of the tenant for life (see section 56 of the 
Act of 1882), and in this case the same searches should be made 
against him as if his consent to the sale was required by the 
settlement. 

Trustees having a power of sale—In this case, if there is a 
tenant for life, his consent is necessary to the sale (see the Settled 
Land Act, 1882, s. 56), and therefore the same searches ought to 
be made against him as if he was owner in fee: ante, p.198. On 
a sale by the trustees before 1883, if the consent of the tenant for 
life was not required, no searches had to be made against him, 
except for improvement charges; if his consent was required, the 
same searches had to be made against him as if he was owner in 
fee. Tu all cases searches must be made against the trustees for 
lie pendens, and, if the property is situated in Middlesex or York- 
shire, in the county register. 

Trustece—Lis pendens.—It should, perhaps, be observed that, 
although the commencement of an action to administer the trusts 
a settlement prevents trustees from exercising a trust or power 
sale without the leave of the court, even if they contracted to 
sell before the commencement of the action (Turner v. Turner, 
Beay. 414) ; still, if the action is dismissed (Drayson v. Pocock, 
4 Sim. 283), or if all the objects of the action have been per- 


sg. 


formed, notwithstanding that general liberty to apply is reserved — 3 


(Re Mansel, Rhodes v. Jenkins, 33 W. R. 727), the trustees can 
act without leave of the court.. 

Conveyances by mortgagees.—It will be remembered that 4 mort- 
gagee in fee has a logit dateaneh which at law can be taken under 
an elegit, or by process at the suit of the Crown; and that a 
registered judgment against a mortgagee gave a charge under | & 
2 Vict. c. 110, s. 13, on his beneficial’ interest (Harris v. Davison, 
15 Sim. 128; Younghusband v. Gisborne, 1 De G. & Sm. 209; 
Russell v. McCulloch, 1 K. & J. 313). It followed that it was 
necessary to search for judgments against .a mortgagee or a person 
entitled to any pecuniary charge on land.on any dealing with his 
beneficial interest. In.order to obviate this inconvenience it was pro- 


vided (18 & 19 Vict. c. 15, s. 11) that hereditaments that have become . 


vested in a purchaser or mortgagee for value shall not be taken in 
execution on a judgment against a mortgagee paid off at or before 
the conveyance, or in execution at the suit of the Crown against a 
prior mortgagee who was a debtor or accountant to the Crown and 
was paid off at or before conveyance: see this section discussed 
Dart. V. & P. c. xi., 8. 2. 

The practical result is that, where a mortgagee sells for more 


than the amount of his debt, or, apparently, even if the sale, - 
realizes part only of his debt (see Dart. Joc. oit.), or concurs. _ 


in a sale by the mortgagor and is to'be.paid off out of the 
purchase-money, no searches for judgments, executions, Crown 
debts, or Crown executions against him is necessary. Searches, 
however, for lis pendens ought to be made against him ; and, if he 
is not fully paid off, searches for judgments and Crown debts, where 
necessary, and for executions, both at the suit of a subject and-the 
Crown, ought in strictness to be made. It is said—Dart Y. 
and P. c. xi., s. 2—that “doubts may be suggested whether 
18 & 19 Vict. c. 15, s. 11, provides for the simple case of pay- 
ing off a mortgage. without reference to a sale or 1e-mort- 
gage, or for the case of a transfer where the mortgage is not 
paid off, but the debt is assigned and kept on foot, as is often desir- 
able even upon a sale; or for the case of judgments against a 
puisne mortgagee, whose concurrence is required to a sale of part 
of the land, although the purchase-money is received by the first 
incumbrancer ; or for the case of a mortgagee releasing part of the 
land in consideration of a substituted security being given for the 
debt, or in reliance on the sufficiency of his remaining security.” 
It is apprehended that these doubts are not felt by most. prac- 


mortgagee searches for lis pendens alone are usually made against 
him (see Wolstenholme and Turner Conv. Acts, p.141). This prac- 
tice may possibly be supported by the following considerations :— 
In every case in which a mortgagee conveys part of the land 
comprised in his security, the transaction amounts to his being 
paid off and giving a fresh loan on the land retained by him: if he 
transfers the mortgage debt so as to keep it alive, he is really paid 
off, so that in each case the transaction appears to fall within the 
meaning of the Act. 

Where the mortgagor concurs in a sale by the mortgagee as a 
conveying party, all the same searches should be made as if he 
was the vendor. When the mortgagee sells under his power of 
sale no searches need be made against the mortgagor during the 
time after the date of the mortgage deed, except for improvement 
charges, which, generally speaking, take priority of mortgages in 
existence at the time of their creation. 

It appears advisable, however, to inquire whether any writ or 
process of execution has been issued against the mortgagee under 
which either the land or the mortgage debt can have been actually 
seized before completion. 

Morreaces. 

Searches on a mortgage will be same as those on a purchase, with 
the possible exception of those for improvement charges, &c., if the 
security is ample. 

On the transfer of a-mortgage, searches for lis pendens must be 
made against the mortgagee, and if thought necessary for bank- 
raptcies, and if the mortgagor is a party the same searches must 
be made against him as on a mortgage by him. 

It should, perhaps, be noticed that a mortgagee can safely re- 
convey to the mortgagor on being paid off without making an 
searches against him except for bankruptcies whcre required. 
The mortgagor must, however, search for lis pendens against the 





mortgagee. 





titioners to be of weight, and in every case of a conveyance bya . 






1 wl b> | 


{ 


~ ee 


SAH Ha eb yee ett eo 


ota. 


2 eet ee oe’ Se 


“F565 0D © ht 








Poe) ae 
Sees 











rved 


ort- 
nder 
at a 

1& 
son, 
109 ; 


rson 


pro- 


ome . 


n in 
fore 
st a 
and 
ssed 


nore 
sale, 


curs . 


the 
own 
bes, 


here 
the 
b Ne 
ther 
pay- 
ort- 
not 
ssir- 
st a 
part 
irst 
the 
the 
iy: 
rac- 
ry a 
inst 
rac- 


and 
ing 

he 
aid 
the 


as & 
he 
r of 
the 
ent 
sin 


t or 
der 
ally 


rith 
the 


be 
nk- 
ust 


re- 
ny 
‘ed. 
the 








- fan. bg, 188%; | 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 





ae 





On Srancnes at roe Centrrat Orrice. 


The searches usually made at the central office—namely, for 
judgments, /is pendens, Crown debts, executions, and annuities— 
are confined to four books. One book contains judgments, revivals, 
decrees, orders, rules, and lis pendens ; another Crown debts and 
accountantships to the Crown; another executions; and another 
annuities and rent-charges.. Each book contains entries under the 
surname of the debtor, stating also his Christian’ name, usual or 
last-known place of abode, title, trade or profession, and the further 
particulars contained in the subjoined table: 




















ist Book. | Date when| Court. || Title of | Dateof | Amountof 
memoran- judgment, | cause or |debt, damages, 
| dum left. &e. matter. costs, &c. 
2nd Book, | Do. Date of | Do., and Do. 
be is obligation, | name of 
Cc. office. 
\—r 
3rd Book. | Date writ | Name of | Amount | Solicitor. 
| of execution creditor. of debt. 
registered. 
4th Book. | Date when Dete of | Annual 
memoran- | deedor /sum to be 
dum left, | bond. paid. 














The Conveyancing Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 39), s. 2, author- 
izes official searches to be made in the central office for entries of 
“ judgments, deeds, or other matters or documents whereof entries 
are required or allowed to be made in that office by any Act 
described in Part I. of the 1st schedule to the Conveyancing Act, 
1881, or by any other Act.” Rules of the Supreme Court for the 
purpose of putting this Act into operation were made in December, 
1882. 

Official searches are made in pursuance of a requisition by the 
person requiring the search, accompanied. by a declaration in the 
prescribed form as to the purposes of the search; a certificate of 
search is filed in the office, and an office copy is delivered to the 
person requiring the same. ” 

The principal subject-matters for which official searches can be 
made are (1) deeds and documents enrolled in thé Enrolment Office 
within two years of the time of search: see R. 87C., 1883, ord. 


LXIL. r. 18. (2) Bills of sale. (3) Certificates of acknowledg- 
ments of deeds by married women, judgments, lis pendens, &c. | P 


(4) Crown debts and accountantships. 
Annuities and rent-charges. 

Provision is made by the Rules of December, 1882, for making 
a supplemental search in any fame already searched against to a 
date not more than one calendar month subsequent to the date of 
the certificate, and for indorsing the result on the original certifi- 
cate and any office copy thereof. 


(5) Executions. (6) 








REVIEWS. 
BANKRUPTCY. 


THe Bankruptcy Act, 1883. By Wir1t1am Hazmtr, Senior 
Registrar in Bankruptcy, and RicHarD Rincwoop, Barrister-at- 
law. SEcoND EpiT1on. Edited by RicHarp Rinewoop. Stevens 
& Haynes. 


Thislittle book will be found more useful than some more pretentious 
works, It does not pretend to be a complete treatise on the law of 
bankruptcy, but appears to be intended as a handy book of reference 
in court. We have taken some pains to verify the statement in the 
preface that every decision on the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, has been 
inserted, and we find that it is ccbotantialie correct, the latest case 
cited being Re Underhill (W. N., 1886, Nov. 27). 

The book contains the Bankruptey Act, 1883, and the Bankruptcy 
Rules of 1886 at length, with notes containing the a: iate 
cases ; @ selection from the County Court Rules, 1886 ; judineal orders 
and regulations under the Bankruptcy Act, 1883; Board of Trade 
orders and forms under the same Act ; scale of solicitors’ costs; the 
order as to fees and percentages under the Bankru Act, 1883; 
b> Debtors’ Act, 1869, with notes ; and the Bills of Sale Acts, 1878, 
882. 








*,* Pressure on our space compels us to hold over two letters 
and other matter. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE REMUNERATION ORDER, 
| To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 
Sir,—In perusing the recent decisions on the 
remuneration for preparing leases 
struck with the fact that, under the solicitors may be required 
to carry on the business of their clients at a decided loss, without in- 
cluding the ordinary office and establishment expenses. I am sorry 
to perceive that her pegs Pak oy in the cases referred to, ex- 
pressed no regret that the of the decisions would be to involve 
the unfortunate solicitor in almost certain loss, 
Probably it may be t that the scale in 
liberally remunerates the that he afford 
large amount of business at a loss to himself, But this is not the 
case. Even in my somewhat limited experience it too often 
that the solicitor is procnly sueeee his client the 
full scale costs, not scale is too but because the 
business transacted has been of a simple an A 
client looks at the amount of business 
vide duke ham th pe tind of the hendaunn, irrespective of 
e 2, e na 
ps Any really — pr cepakmrenre by the satibtor doce 
not derive the benefit contemplated 
Is a solicitor, directly a client enters his Elis into 
hands a notice that his charges be made under 
Remuneration Onis, eae as Solicitor ay Poa the least sore Fal 
what the business is likely to involve ° agreemen’ 
leases ab cedyeinggn eye nay Papo we ow and 
involve long negotiations and much trouble, which are impossible to 
be foreseen. In most cases the scale does not —— is a 
large premium paid by the lessee, but even then 
Fhave nes lank etaral th profession, but I shall have to gai 
ve not long en e > ve to gain my 
livelihood it, end I shall not be in a position to offend any clients 
with whose business I may be favoured, nor 
for nothing. I have always thought that the Council 
iety did their best to protect the interests of the 
fession, and I shall watch with interest to see whether go 
to sleep on this question, or whether they will, in a wise 
manner, address themselves to ea Papen 6 
caused by the decisions referred to, ie 
but absolutely wrong as a matter of 
Met at, tes orted by tenance which val: 
t, su coun ce y your 
jouraid hes ont ent the promotion of the just interests o: 
rofession, they will not be found wanting. 
I trust that you will permit the insertion of the views I have 
ventured to express, notwithstanding that Iam, asI sign myself, 
Jan, 25, An ARTICLED OLERK. 
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FORM OF MORTGAGE BILLS OF SALE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—In your excellent series of articles ‘‘ On the Form of Mortgage 
Bills of Sale,” which, if carefully followed, should prove of much use 
to the profession, owing to the multiplicity of decisions thereon, 
there are a few slight inaccuracies and omissions which I happen to 
have noticed. vs 

Under “‘ maintenance of the security,” at p. 196, it is stated that a 
covenant to deliver to the grantee the for the rates and taxés 
of the place where the goods were, vi the instrument. It 
should have been said that, in the of Fry, L.J., in Davis v. 


Burton, as rted in 32 W. R., ut p. 424, the grantee must not be 
enabled, by the bill of sale, to seize the goods upon the failure to 
comply with a verbal demand for the production of such receipts, as the 
Bills of Sale Act, 1882, provides for such a demand being ar 

in, Re Morritt does, I think, decide that a power of sale may 

ely inserted in bills of sale ; for Cave; J., says, “ The Act prescribes 
no i form of the power of sale. ae Oe Se ee 
It might have been added that, in the of Bacon, V.C., in 
Ea parte Pearce (32 W. R., at p. 139, D. 657), a 


g 


enter on non- receipts for insurance 

wee ee Unt ale tereaaan al further, 

that the grantee may pay rents, rates, taxes, 

and, if the same are not repaid, seize 

sale: Bianchi v. Offord (17 Q. B. D., at 
When book debts are of the subj 

Receiver v. Tailby (35 W. R. 91, 17 Q, 
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looked, nor, when setting out the consideration on the substitution of 

a new for an old bill of sale, Ea parte Nelson, & ire > 

x - a A. Ww. 
an. 26, 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


THE BERNINA—ARMSTRONG AND OTHERS v. MILLS AND 
OTHERS—C. A. No. 1, 9th November and 24th January. 


Coniston — Naouicence — Ipentivication or Passgncer with Tose IN 
Cuarce or THe NAVIGATION or THE Sur. 


This case, which was argued on November 9, raised an important ques- 
tion as to the right of sailors and passengers on board a rhip injured by 
the negligent navigation of another ship, but herself — of contributory 

, to recover damages from the owners of the other ship. It 
was an appeal from the decision of Butt, J., upon a special case, 
There were three actions brought under Lord Campbell’s Act, by 
the personal representatives of John Armstrong, Thomas Owen, and 
Moses Toeg respectively against the owners of the steamship Bernina to 
recover damages sustained by the deaths by drowning of these persons in 

uence of a collision between the steamship Bernina and the steam- 
ship Bushire. Both vessels were to blame for the collision. At the time 
the collision took place John Armstrong was one of the crew of The 
Bushsre as first engineer, but was off duty and had nothing to do with the 
navigation of that ship. Thomas Owen was also one of the crew as second 
officer and was directly responsible for the negligent navigation of The 
Bushire. Moses Toeg was a passenger on board Zhe Bushire, and had 





nothing to do with her navigation. The questions for the opinion of the 
court were (1) whether the defendants, in each of the three cases, were 
responsible for the damage sustained by the respective plaintiffs; (2) 
whether, if the defendants were liable in either or all of the cases, they | 
were liable for the whole of the damages sustained or for a moiety only. | 
Butt, J., considered that he was bound by the authority of Thorogood v. 
Bryan (8 ©. B. 115), in which the ——. was laid down that a passenger 
is so far identified with those in charge of the vessel or carriage in which 
he is that he is precluded by contributory negligence on their part from 
maintaining an action for injuries received by him from a collision with 
another carriage or vessel. He therefore held that the defendants were not 
liable in any of the three cases, and he was also of opinion that the 
cases did not come within the Judicature Act, 1873, s. 25, sub- 
section 9. From his decision the plaintiffs appealed, and it was con- 
png their behalf that the case of Thorogood v. Bryan could not be 
yy . 
Trae Cover (Lord Esuer, M.R., Linpitzy end Lorzs, L.JJ.) now 
delivered judgment, overruling the decision in Thorogood v. Bryan. Lord 
M.R., after most elaborately reviewing the English and American 
decisions on the point, said that he could not see any principle on which 
Thorogood v. Bryan could be supported, The proposition maintained in 
it was essentially unjust and inconsistent with the recognized propositions 
of law. The question now came for the first time before the English 
Court of Appeal, although from the time of its publication it had been 
criticized. The preponderance of judicial and professional 
opinion (with the exception of the weighty opinion of Lord Bramwell), 
both in England and America, was against the case, and it must therefore 
be now overruled. The personal representatives of Armstrong and Toeg, 
who were in no way responsible for the negligent navigation of The Bushire, 
would therefore be entitled to judgment, but in the case of the representa- 
tives of Owen, who was himself in part directly responsible for the negligent 
ee the see must be dismissed. His lordship agreed with Butt, 
d., that actions brought under Lord Campbell’s Act were not admiralty 
actions at all, and were not touched by the Judicature Act, 1873, s. 25, sub- 
section 9. Linp.ey and Lorgs, L.JJ., concurred with the judgment of 
Lord Esher, M R., but said that they considered the case so important in 
overruling a decision of such long standing as Thorogood v. Bryan that they 
had each written — judgments, which they read, and which were to 
the same effect as t of the Master of the Rolls.—Covunsex, Bucknill, 
@.0., and Nelson; Sir Walter Phillimore, Q.C., and J. 
Soxicrrons, Lowless § Co. ; Pritchard § Sons. 


G. Barnes. 


OPPERT +. BEAUMONT—C. A. No. 1, 26th January. 


Pracrice—Powsgr or Master To stax Execurion renpinc AN APPEAL— 
R. §, C., 1883, LVIII., 16, 17. 

This was an appeal by the defendants from the decision of a divisional 
Denman and Hawkins, JJ.), affirming the judge at chambers. The 
it raised by the appellants was whether, under ord. 58, r. 16, a master 
power to stay execution pending an appeal, and it was contended 
, reading rules 16 and 17 together, he has no power to stay execution 
unless an np gee has first been made to the court or judge who tried 
the case, a master is not “‘the court appealed from or any judge 
”* within the meaning of rule 16. 

Tas Covrer (Bowen and Fry, L.JJ), without calling on the re- 

é the appeal. They considered that very great 
inconvenience would result from the construction sought to be put 
the rules. In the Queen’s Bench Division courts were differently 
almost daily to hear motions, and it would be most 

an = to a court consisting of the same 
heard the case in the first instance, Matters would be 


i 


: 


complicated by the fact that the judges of that division are 
frequently on circuit or sitting at the Old Bailey, and if it were necessary 
pean Mg to first make an application to the judge or court who 
had the case, for a stay of execution, the greatest confusion would 
result, aad it would be practically impossible to enforce the rule.— 
Counser, RB. V. Williams ; Cock, Q 0., and Scarlett. Soxicrrors, Harper ¢ 
Batteock ; Le Brasseur § Oakiey. 











WATKINS e. EVANS—O, A, No. 1, 26th January. 


Brut or Sate—Vauipiry—Power or Sats—MorTGAGE-MONEY PAYABLE 
in One Instatment—Oonverancine Act, 1881, ss. 19, 20—Brius or 
Sate Acr, 1882, ss. 7, 9, 13—Form in Scuepuxe. 


The questions in this case were whether a bill of sale, oo as security 
for money, was valid, and whether, if it was valid, the grantee had 
power to sell the chattels comprised in it. The bill of sale was given on 
the 13th of March, 1886, and it was in the form given in the schedule to the 
Act of 1882, with the addition of a covenant by the grantor to insure the 
c against fire, and to produce to the grantee the receipts for the 
premiums. The grantor covenanted to pay the principal sum secured, 
together with the interest then due, on the 13th of April, 1886, and also 
so long after that day as any — money should remain due to pay 
intérest thereon half-yearly on the 13th of October and the 13th of April 
in every year. Neither a power to seize nor a power to sell the goods 
was expressly given. The principal and interest due on the 13th of April, 
1886, were not paid, and on the 9th of June the grantee seized the goods 
and threatened to sell them. On the 23rd of June the grantor issued the 
writ in the action, —— injunction to restrain the grantee from 
selling the goods, and on the same day an tterim injunction was granted 
by Day, J., which was on the 29th of June extended to the trial of the 
action. The Divisional Court (Field and Wills, JJ.) affirmed the order. 
The _— was heard in August, 1886, but judgment was not delivered 
till to-day. 

Tue Court or Apprgat (Lord Esuer, M.R., and Bowen and Fry, 
L.JJ.) reversed the decision. It was contended that the bill of sale was 
invalid, because it provided for the payment of the principal of the 
mortgage debt in one sum, whereas the statutory form provides for the 
payment of the mortgage debt in ‘‘equal instalments.” It was also 
argued that the grantee had not any power of sale. Fry, L.J. (who 
delivered the judgment of himself and Bowen, L.J.) said that the covenant 
to insure and to produce the receipts for premiums did not go beyond 
the liberty reserved by the statutory form. And, as to the stipulation for 
the payment of the entire principal in one sum, the statutory form con- 
tained in brackets the words [or whatever else may be the stipulated times or 
time of payment}. The words ‘‘time of payment’’ contrasted with the 
plural ‘‘ times,”’ shewed that a single payment was admissible, and that 
there was no obligation to divide the repayment into any number of equal 
portions. No objection could, therefore, be sustained, on this ground, 
to the validity of the bill of sale. As to the power of sale, the decision 
of the majority of the Court of Appeal in Re Morritt (ante, p. 143) had 
laid down this rule, that the — of sale given by the Conveyancing 
Act, 1881, applies to « bill of sale in the statutory form, unless, under 
the power to add clauses for the maintenance of the security, some other 
provision was introduced which shewed that the power of sale given by 
the Act of 1881 was unnecessary, and that a power to seize, with the 
power of snle which thereupon arose, was such a provision, and, therefore, 
repelled the introduction of the statutory power of sale. In the present 
case there was no express power to seize, and no other provision which 
shewed that the statutory power of sale would be unnecessary; con- 
sequently, the bill of sale, by force of the Act of 1881, carried with ita 
power of sale, but subject to the fetters imposed by section 20 of that 
Act and by section 13 of the Act of 1882. The interest which became 
due on the 13th of April had, on the 23rd of June, been in arrear and 
unpaid for more than two months, and therefore the power of sale was 
then set free by section 20 of the Act of 1881. And more than five clear 
days had on the 23rd of June elapsed since the seizure of the goods, and, 


consequently, section 13 of the Act of 1882 permitted their sale. At the 
time when the injunction was granted there was a valid power of sale 
capable cf being exercised, and the injunction could not sustained. 


Lord Esuzr, M.R., agreed in the result. But he retained the opinion 
which he and Lopes, L.J., had expressed in Re Morritt, that the Act of 
1881 had no —— to bills of sale under the Act of 1882.—Covunszt, 
Edward Pollock ; English Harrison. Soxicrrors, F. Romer ; D. Jones. 


Re WHORWOOD, OGLE v. LORD SHERBORNE—C. A. No. 2, 
20th January. 
beaiieninbiies —“eesarers Girt To Pezr BY HIS 
ITLE. 


This was an appeal from a decision of North, J. (30 Soxicrrons’ 
JounnaL, 587), the question being whether a specific legacy to a peer, 
described simply his title, had lapsed, by reason of the death, 
during the life of the testator, of the person who bore the title at the 
date of the will, or whether the gift was to be treated as made to the 
holder of the title for the time jan The will of the testator, made 
on the 8th of October, 1881, con’ d the following bequest :—‘‘I 
bequeath to Lord Sherborne and his heirs my Oliver Cromwell cup, pre- 
sented to our common ancestress, Dame Ursula Whorwood, for an 
heirloom.’”” The Lord Sherborne who held the title at the date of the 
will died in the testator’s lifetime, in March, 1883. The testator died in 
August, 1884, and by a codicil to his will dated July 6, 1883, he bequeathed 
PP on m: rer friend and — yg tag we myer nl all my 

ver P articles, jewe , china, g books, pictures, prints. 
furniture, and household w ver, and all other the contents of 
my dwelling-house which may be in and about the same at the time of 
my decease, and which are not otherwise specifically disposed of by my 

except money, scrip, or any other documents relating to any other 
investments belonging to me, and which may be in and about my 
dwelling-house at the time of my death.’? There was evidence that the 
testator had no personal acquaintance with Lord Sherborne, and that his 
attention had been called to the announcement of his death in March, 
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1883. North, J., held that the cup passed under the gift in the codicil to | 


Charles Rixom. On ‘behalf of See ee ed hen there 
was a clear intention upon the face of the will that the cup should be 
sever ae as an heirloom in the family, and that that intention could only 

carried out by construing ‘‘ Lord: Sherborne ’’ to mean the person who 
was Lord Sherborne at the date of the testator’s death. Reliance was 
placed on Re Harris’s Trusts (2 W. R. 689), in which Wood, V.C., held 
that a gift to “‘the eldest child of my sister” was a gift to the eldest 
child of the sister at the time of the testator’s death, and not at the date 
of the will. 

Tux Court or Appgat (Corron, Linney, and Lorzs, L.JJ.) affirmed 
the decision.—Counset, Cutler, Q.0,; Phipson Beale. Soxtcrrors, Aldridge 
$ Co. ; John Graham. 


PHILLIPS ». ANDREWS—Kay, J., 20th January. 


Partit1on—Procerpincs WHERE Service or Novice 1s DISPENSED WITH— 
ADVERTISEMENTS—Paxrtition Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vict. c. 17), ss. 3, 4, 
SUB-SECTION 3. 


In « partition action an order for inquiries and sale in certain events 
had been made, the property had been sold, and the chief clerk had 
certified the persons interested, of whom one had not been heard of for 
twelve years, and that service upon him had been with. It 
appeared that no attempt had been made to give notice of the pro- 
ceedings to him by advertisement. It was now proposed to carry 
over his share to a separate account and distribute the rest of the estate. 

Kay, J., said that, under the Act, the court had no discretion. The 
order dispensing with service should have provided for advertisements, 
There would ba no distribution for six months, and then only upon 
application to the judge personally, and advertisements must be issued 
forthwith in such form and number as should be settled by the chief 
clerk.—Counsen, Seward Brice, Q.O., and Manby; Methold. Soxtcrrons, 
Boxall § Boxall, for Freeman, Gell, ¢ Co., Brighton ; Emmet, Son, § Stubbs. 


WICKS v. WICKS—Ohitty, J., 21st January. 


Practice—ADMINISTRATION—ADDING Partres—INFANTS BORN AFTER AD- 
MINISTRATION JUDGMENT—REFUSAL OF Piarntirrs TO App as PartTres— 
AppiicatTion BY Derenpants—R. 8. C., 1883, XVIL, 2, 4. 


This was an ¢x parte application for an order under R. 8. C., XVIL., 
4, for leave to add parties to an action. It appeared that the action 
was instituted by tenants for life under the will of a deceased testator 
against the executors and trustees of the will for administration of his 
estate. The usual administration judgment was made in 1881, and the 
chief clerk’s certificate being made in 1886, the action had been set down 
on further consideration. After judgment, children being born who 
were interested under the wi'l and necessary parties to the action, and 
various proceedings in the action having been taken subsequently to their 
births, application was made by the defendants to the plaintiffs, subse- 
quently to the chief clerk’s certificate, to add certain of the infants as 
parties, but this the plaintiffs declined to do. The defendants having 
presented a petition for an order of course under ord. 17, r.4, for the con- 
tinuance of the proceedings as between the plaintiffs and defendants and 
certain of the infants, an order to that effect was made by the regi 5 
the petition containing an allegation of the plaintiffs’ neglect to apply. 
A similar petition having been presented by the defendants afterwards to 
another registrar with regard to the remaining infants, the merous 
declined to make the order on the ground that such order could not 
be made of course on the petition by defendants after judgment in an 
action for account, even if the plaintiffs refused to apply for an order ; 
but could be made only upon motion on notice to the plaintiffs, and 
because such an order would have the effect of oo to the defendants 
the conduct of the action. Peter v. Thomas Peter (82 W. R. 515, 26 Oh. D. 
181), Birstall v. Fearon (24 Ob. D. 127), and Shepperd v, Hughes (21 W. RB. 
136) were referred to. 

Curry, J., directed that upon the aliegations in the petitions that the 
plaintiffs had refused to proceed, it should be referred to the registrar to 
make the usual order on both the petitions, with leave for the defendants 
to carry on the necessary proceedings, notwithstanding that they were 
accounting parties, and that the matter be referred to chambers if any 
difficulty should arise in carrying out the direction of the court.—CounszL, 
Broke Freeman. Soutscrrors, Haines ¢ Clutton. 


LAND, BUILDING, INVESTMENT, AND COTTAGE IMPROVE. 
MENT OO. v, MARTIN—North, J., 15th January. 


AppomntTMENT oF New Trustzz—Vestinc Oxpsr—Trustsz or Wak 
Minp—Jvnispiction or Cuancery Drvistion—Trustee Act, 1850, s. 34. 


In this case a question arose as to the jurisdiction of the Chancery 
Division, under section 34 of the Trustee Act, 1850, to make a vesting 
order on ay tape. a new trustee. Section 34 that ‘it shall be 
lawful for the Court of Ohancery, upon making any order for appointing 
a new trustee or new trustees, either by the same or by any subsequent 
order, to direct that any lands subject to the trust shal) vest in the person 
or persons who, upon the appointment, shall be the trustee or trustees 
for such estate as the court shall direct.” In the present case the 

laintiff evar apes purchased an estate for the purpose of re-selling it 
fn emall lots. e estate was conveyed, not to the company, who paid 
the purchase-money, but to the defendant, who was their secretary, as a 
trustee for them, but no declaration of trust was executed by him. After 


some of the estate had been sold and conveyed to purchasers, the 
defendant becar.e in a bad state of health, and omg “erty attending to 
business, and the company petitioned under the 


Act for the 
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was a — of unsound 

in the lunacy jurisdiction. His 
present case application ought to be 
vesting order.—Oounset, S. Beddali; Micklem. ‘Souicrron, F. J. Mann. 


Re THE DARLINGTON FORGE CO.—North, J., 21st January. 


Company—-Recrirication or Reoistee—SHARES IssUED TO VENDORS AS 
PARTLY Parp-vp—Omisston To Reoistsr Contract Compantes Aor, 
1862, s. 35—Companres Act, 1867, 8. 25. 


ay to rechty tee vegleter ok oleae Sor On pagent Se OE 
pany to re e rof mem e 
oversight which had been made on the formation of the company in not 
registering a contract previously to the issue of the shares, which were issued 
eee in consideration of the assets of an old price being 
le over to the company. The company was formed in 1873 to take 
over the business of a then-exis firm. All the shares were issued to 
goodatll of 1 or their immediate ds. No price was given for the 
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a Yoquired ley sation SE fie Act, 1867, nor was any such 
contract, in fact, entered into, and the result was that, 
winding up of the company, the be treated 
wholly un e shareholders now moved to have the register 
shareholders rectified by striking their names out, and that a contract 
might be registered and new shares issued to them. 
ortH, J., said that the object of the motion could be obtained by 
volun’ winding up and a tution of 
thought he should be able to accede to the application on 
The existing debts of the company must be provided for—he did not mean 
actually paid; and the contract which it was proposed to register must 
re uced to him. The motion must stand over to allow these two things 
to be done, and he should ey then grant the a .—CounsgL, 
Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and E. Beaumont; Chadwyck-Healey. Soxscrrons, 
Munns § Longden. 


TACON v. NATIONAL STANDARD LAND MORTGAGE 00.— 
Stirling, J., 22nd January. 

R. 8. C., 1883, XXVIL, 11— Action ror Srzciric Penronmance nor 
cuammine Dectaration or Ligsn—Dzrautt—Mortion ror JUDGMENT AS 
ww Deravuit or PLEaptine. 

In an action for specific performance the defendant delivered a state- 
ment of defence, but neglected to answer interrogatories. The defence 
was then struck out. The plaintiff moved for judgment, his statement of 
claim being for specific performance and 
for a declaration of lien. It was urged on 


per cent. 

i SJoteult of pleading, the plaintift 
a default o g was 
obhe Gident This would not include 
woul id nly be the" seal dgment eat Tor specie performance, with an tn 
quiry vag, damages.—Counset, Edwin Word; H. 7. Eve. Soxscrrons, 
C. H. Moore ; Saunders § Saunders. bs 





BANKRUPTCY CASES. 
Ex parte GIBSON, Re LAMB—O. A. No. 1, 2ist January. : 
Banxruprcy—Acr or Panxauproy—Norticr op Susrznsion or ParMant 
—Banxrvuproy Act, 1883, s, 4, sun-ssction 1 (x.). 


Th tion in this case was whether a circular sent by a debtor to his 
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the Bankru Act, 1883, which provides that a debtor commits an act | might not. Regard must be had to the circumstances of the case. If 
of Dankruptoy’ “it he gives soles to any of his creditors that he has | the debtor's language must necessarily lead the creditors to infer that 
suspended or is about to suspend payment of his debts.’’ The debtor | their only alternatives were the acceptance of a composition, which they 


or 

a trader, and in April, 1885, his creditors agreed (out of court) to 
a composition of 6s. 8d. in the pound, payable in three instalments 
of three, six, and nine months from the date of a com- 
which was executed on the lst of April, the third instalment 
secured by the covenant of a surety. The first instalment was duly 
When the time for paying the second instalment was approaching, 
the debtor found that he should not be able to pay it without selling his 
business and stock-in-trade, and he had to ask for the indulgence of the 
creditors while he was making arrangements for this sale. He entered 
into an agreement for the sale of the goodwill of his business for £515, 
and of his stock-in-trade at a valuation to be made by valuers named. 
The value of the stock was afterwards determined tc be £225, which 
was less than the debtor had expected, and much less than he had given 
for the stock. On the 11th of November, 1885, some accountants who 
were acting in the matter for him sent the following circular letter on his 
behalf to his new creditors, whose dehts had been contracted since the 
date of the composition agreement :—‘‘ Re Lamb. The debtor in this case 
claims your indulgence. In February of the present year he found 
himself unable to meet his engagements, and we were employed to 
ee a statement of his affairs, which was submitted to a meeting of 
creditors. It was resolved that his offer of 6s. 8d. in the pound should 
be accepted, and that he should sign a declaration of insolvency, and also 
an assignment of the estate, to protect it against execution creditors who 
t not assent. The debtor paid the first instalment of his composi- 
tion, but before the second became due he found that, in consequence of 
the increased depression of trade and his inability to obtain credit in 
London as hitherto, he was unable to meet the same, and he thereupon 
entered into treaty to sell his goodwill and stock for a sum sufficient, as 
he considered, to pay off his old compositi n and his liabilities in respect 
of new debts ; but instead of £600 he obtained only £515, and his stock 
was taken at a valuation. This valuation is the main cause of his in- 
ability to pay his new creditors in full. . . The debtor, by the 
terms of agreement, being bound to this valuation, received 
in payment for a stock of £660 only £225. This sum, less 
some deductions for rent, &c., is sufficient to pay his new 
creditors 5s. in the pound, and this offer he submits to them. 
The payment for the stock is by bills, but, as he hopes to discount 
the same, he 8 to pay the 5s. in cash, The last instalment of 
his old composition will be paid by his surety. We may state, from an 
investigation of his affairs, that he has no other property except his 
furniture, which was settled by ante-nuptial settlement 
before he commenced business; and we may also state that it is not his 
intention to go again into business, but to look for a situation.’ The 
creditors did not all assent to this proposition, and the result was that a 
bankru petition was presented against the debtor, and on the 30th of 
e was adjudicated a bankrupt. In the meantime the account- 
ants received moneys on behalf of the debtor, and one of them made 
payments to creditors and to the bankrupt. The official receiver, as 
trustee in the bankruptcy, sought to disallow these payments, on the 
ground that the circular was an act of bankruptcy within sub-section 1 
(4.) of section 4, and that the accountants, having received the moneys 
with notice of the act of bankruptcy, must account for them to the 
trustee. The judge of the Liverpool County Court held that the circular 
was an act of bankruptcy, and his decision was affirmed by the Divisional 

Court (Cave and A. L. Smith, JJ.). 

Tux Oovrr or Arrzat (Lord Esuzrx, M.R., and Bowen and Fry, 
L.JJ.), affirmed the decision. Lord Esuer, M.R., said that he felt great 
difficulty in understanding the observations of two of the judges in Ex parte 
Oastler (33 W. R. 126,13 Q. B. D.471) ; the distinctions which they took were 
too fine for him to follow. In Ex parte Oastler the debtor had told his 
creditors that he was insolvent, and that he would pay them a composition. 
It was consistent with this that what he meant was, ‘‘I cannot pay you 


ua 


all, and you can make me a bankrupt if you please; but if you refuse 
the tion, and do not make me a bankrupt at once, I have enough 
means to pay all of you who come to me for payment in the ordinary 
course of ess, and as I intend to go on with my business (at any 


rate, I do not say I am not going on), I shall probably make more 
money.’’ In the present case the debtor said that he had only £225, and 
that he beak pray out of business and intended to look for a situation. 
It was abs to suppose that any salary he would obtain in that way 
would enable him to pay his creditors. When he should have paid those 
creditors who should first come to him, as he stated that he had no money 
beyond the £225, and would not have any r.ore, the necessary implication 
was he could not and would not pay the other creditors. It was, in 
effect, a statement that he intended not to pay the other creditors ; in 
other words, that he was about to suspend the payment of his debts, and, 
therefore, sub-section 1 (4.) applied. It was like the case of a banker 
giving notice that he would pay his creditors who came to him to- 
morrow, but that he would not pay thore who came afterwards. Bown, 
L.J., said that the term “ sion of payment”’ was a business term 
used by traders, and he thought it meant the not carrying out of a man’s 
oy comm and Pay ing his debts in the ordinary course of business as 
due he was called upon to pay them. In each case the 

court must consider what the creditors who received the statement of the 
debtor would reasonably have a right, under the circumstances of the 
case, to assume that the debtor intended to do with regard to the pay- 
of his debts. In each case the court must go back to the words of 


§ 


the Act. It had been argued that a mere attempt by a debtcr to com- 
promise with his creditors, ora mere declaration of his insolvency, would 
not per se amount to a notice of suspension of payment, Very likely they 








were not bound to accept, and a suspension of payment by him, the only 
reasonable inference was that he was about to suspend payment. It had 
been argued that a debtor could not suspend payment unless he abstained 
from paying his debts when he had the means of payingthem. That was 
absurd, for the result would be that a man who was hopelessly insolvent 
never could ‘‘suspend payment’? within the meaning of sub-section 1 
(h.) Ex parte Oastler was decided by all the members of the court on the 
ground that a statement made in mere casual conversation would not 
amount to a notice of suspension of payment. Twoof the judges decided 
the case also on another ground—viz., that a statement by a debtor that 
he was unable to pay his debts, coupled with an offer of a composition of 
twenty per cent., was not a notice that he had suspended, or was about 
to suspend, payment of his debts. In that case those two judges did not 
think that a suspension of — by the debtor was the only alterna- 
tive offered to the creditors if they did not accept the composition which 
the debtor offered to them. There was a material difference between a 
debtor saying to his creditors, ‘‘If you all come down upon me at once I 
shall not be able to pay you,” and his saying, ‘‘I shall not be able to pay 
you if you come to me in the ordinary course of business.”’ It was con- 
sistent with the former statement that, if the debtor was allowed to go on 
in the ordinary course of bis trade, he might be able to weather the 
storm. In the present case the true construction of the circular was, 
that no alternative was left to the creditors but a suspension of payment 
by the debtor, if they did not accept the 5s. in the pound. This distin- 
guished the present case from Ex parte Oastler. en a man told you 
that, if you would not take 5s. in the pound which he offered you, he 
must go into the Court of Bankruptcy, as a matter of business the 
inference was that he intended te suspend the payment of his debts. 
Fry, L.J., had felt some doubt by reason of Ex parte Oastler ; but, in the 
result, he had arrived at the same conclusion. The circular was an 
intimation that the debtor was about to suspend the payment of his 
debts, or, at any rate, that he was insolvent, and that he intended either 
to suspend the payment of his debts at once, or to pay those creditors 
who came to him first, and to suspend the payment of the others as soon 
as he should have come to the end of his resources, which would be very 
soon.—CounseL, Yate-Lee ; Muir Mackenzie. Soxtcrrors, C. W. Dommett ; 
Solicitor to the Board of Trade. 


Ex parte RAWLINGS, Re CLEAVER—C.A. No. 1, 26th January. 


Brit or Sate—Vatipiry—Power or SALE—CovenaNT For Furtuer Assur- 
ANCE—PayMENT OF MortGace Money IN UNEQUAL INSTALMENTS—INTEREST 
on Interest—Trust or Procegps or SaLe—Bur11s or Satz Act, 188%, ss. 
7, 9, 13—Form inv ScHEepue. 


The question in this case was whether a biil of sale given as security 
for money was valid. The bill of sale was dated the 30th of November, 
1885, and the chattels comprised in it were assigned to the grantees to 
secure a sum of £70 and interest thereon at the rate of sixty per cent.- per 
annum. The grantor agreed to repay the principal sum by instalments 
as follows :—£6 on the 3lst of December, 1885, and the like sum on the 
last day of every succeeding month until the last day of October, 1886, 
and the balance of the principal sum then remaining due, with interest at 
the rate aforesaid, on the last day of November, 1886. There was also a 
covenant by the grantor that he would, so long as the principal sum of 
£70, or any part thercof, should remain unpaid at the times thereinbefore 
appointed for payment of the instalments of the principal sum, pay 
interest after the rate agreed upon. the ‘‘said debt,’ or upon so much as 
should, for the time being, remain unpaid. There was also a covenant 
by the tor for further assurance at his cost. The bill of sale also 
provided that the chattels might be seized and sold by the grantee in 
events corresponding with those mentioned in section 7 of the Act of 188z, 
and there was a declaration that the grantee might, out of the proceeds 
of sale, retain, not only all principal and interest, but also costs, 
charges, payments, and expenses incurred, made, or sustained in or about 
entering upon the premises, and in discharging any distress, execution, 
or other incumbrance on the chattels, and seizing, taking, and keeping 
possession of the chattels, and in and about the carriage, removal, ware- 
housing, valuing, or sale (including the cost of inventories, catalogues, 
and advertising) of the chattels, Cave, J. (34 W. R. 760), held that the 
bill of sale was valid, and the Cournr or Aprrgat (Lord Esuzer, M.R., and 
Bowen and Fry, LJJ.) affirmed the decision. It was argued that the 
bill of sale was invalid (1) because the principal debt was to be repaid by 
unequal instalments, the last instalment being £4 instead of £6; 2) 
because there was an agreement to pay interest on interest; (3) because 
of the insertion of the covenant for further assurance ; (4) by reason of 


the trust of the proceeds of sale. 

Fry, L.J., delivered the ju mt of the court. As to the first objec- 
tion, their lordships were of opinion that the liberty given by the statutory 
form to insert stipulated times or time of payment other than those 
suggested by the form, excluded the necessity of the payments, being 
equal instalments. There was liberty to insert one single time for 
payment, and, if only one time of payment was fixed, and one payment 
only made, the gr ogee could not be said to be by equal instalments. 
The provision for the equality of the instalments was, therefore, not 
obligatory, but was subject to variation. As to the second objection, 
their lordships thought that, on the true construction of the covenant, 
it did not provide for the payment of interest on interest. He thought 
the words, ‘‘ said debt,”’ referred only to the debt mentioned in immediate 
antecedence—viz., “ the principal sum of £70, or any part thereof,” and, 


consequently, described principal only. And it was to be observed that 
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the contin, on which the covenant was made to operate was only in | might have against the intermediate In the affidavit made by 
the event of in payment of the pling Ce apy eres the official Uaioe upon. the appliation for ihe order to contra the 
and that the covenant did not operate when there was default or delay in | contract, he that the had him to 
payment only of interest. As to the third objection, their fae. Fr sell the 4 as an inducement to him to do so, offered to 
thought that the covenant for further assurance was one “‘ for the main- | pay him £ in compromise of his claims against them, and also to 
tenance of the security,’’ and was, therefore, free from objection. As to | pay £250 in discharge of the claim for coets set up by the former solicitors 
the fourth objection, according to the decision of the majority of the | to the company; = Ri seen eee ae 
his name to be used as a matter of con The liquidator’s 


court in Re Morritt, a power of sale arose on the exercise of the Brock to 
seize. That power must carry with it implied trusts of the sale moneys, 
and the question was, therefore, whether the express declaration in the 
bill of sale did, or did not, conform to and agree with those implied 
trusts. The trusts expressly declared in the present case appeared to 
their lordships reasonable and proper under the circumstances, and did 
not, in their opinion, differ from those which would have been implied. 
For these reasons the bill of sale was free from objection.—Counss1, 
Cooper Willis, Q.0., and 7. Lee Roberts; Sir H. Davey, Q.O0., Clay, and 
C. C. Scott. Sorscrrors, Andrew Trimble ¢ Co.; P. B. rR tes oy 





CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 
Re GREY’S BREWERY 00.—Chitty, J., 20th January. 


Bonicrrorn—Oosts or Sates sunpsect To IncuMBRANCES—R&sMUNERATION 


Orper or Avoust, 1882, scuepute 1, part L. pk. 9. 


A Timited liability company were, while being compulsorily wound up, 
in posségsion of a brewery property which they had contracted to pur- 
chase, bud-which had not been conveyed to them, as only a portion of 
the purchase-money had been paid. This pro was sold for £24,900 
by the solicitors to the official liquidator, and after satisfaction of the 
claims of former successive owners for unpaid purchase-money, a sum of 
£1,750 remained for the official liquidator. e solicitors negotiated the 
sale, no auctioneer or agent being employed or any commission by 
the vendors. The solicitors also acted for original former owners, to 
whom £21,000 out of the total £24,900 was payable; but they did not act 
for an intermediate purchaser, who received £1,800, nor for the ultimate pur- 
chasers, both of whom were represented by vther solicitors. The ultimate 
—- employed an auctioneer and valuer, who, however, did not act 

or the vendors or receive any commission from them. By an order in 
the liquidation made in June, 1885, the sale was confirmed on the footing 
that the liquidator was to receive the £1,750 already mentioned, and the 
court fee (No. 69 in the Suprem> Court Fees Order, 1884) was calculated 
upon the £1,750. The sale was completed in August, 1885, the parties to the 
conveyance being the company, the official tor, the owners, 
and the intermediate purchasers. In November, 1885, the solicitors’ costs 
were being taxed in the liquidation, and they included in their bill scale 
charges as upon a scale of £24,900, as follows oy £102 5s. ; 
deducing title and completing, including contract, £107 5s. The taxing- 
master disallowed the negotiating fee, and only allowed £22 10s. for 
deducing and completing, being the scale charge upon the £1,750 received 
by the liquidator. The solicitors carried in objections to the taxation, 
contending that the company was owner in equity of the property, and 
that the official liquidator was, throughout the transaction, le 
as vendor That the business of the brewery had greatly depreciated, 
the company realizing much less than had been anticipated, but 
that nevertheless it was essential, in the winding up of the com- 
pany, that the assets should be sold. 
and the solicitors arranged the sale and price and the terms and conditions 
thereof, and that no commission was paid to any auctioneer or estate or 
other agent, and the solicitors claimed that the negotiating fee and the 
deducing scale fee must both be calculated upon the entire and undivided 
amount of the purchase-money. The taxing master disallowed the ob- 
jections, on the ground that the solicitors were also the solicitors for the 
original owners, the parties most interested in the sale of the property, 
and who received the greater portion of the purchase-money, and that the 
order sanctioning the sale provided for the povetest to the liquidator of 
£1,750, and that the court fee was only pai 

therefore had allowed the scale charge on that amount. He also stated that 
the amount paid for the property included plant, goodwill, fixtures, &c., 
and that the solicitors could not, in any case, be entitled to the scale 
charge on the value of that portion of the Property, they being only 
entitled, in any case, to charge on the value of the leasehold premises, and 
that the amount paid to the liquidator was not the balance on taking an 
account, but a lump sum for the liquidator’s interest, whatever it might be. 

Currry, J., confirmed the view taken by the taxing master. His lord- 
ship, in the course of his judgment, said if he had decided the ques- 
tion on the formal contract entered into by the official liquidator for the 
sale of the property for £24,000, the master’s conclusion would be 
erroncous, but that was not the whole of the case. The <r vendors 
sold the property to the intermediate purchasers, who, in turn, sold 
to the company. The original vendors had a lien on the property to the ex- 
tent of over £21,000, and they had not parted with the legal estate. There 
was nothing coming to the company out of the sale for £24,000, because 
the claim of the first vendors exceeded £21,000, and the claim of the inter- 
mediate purchasers more than exhausted the balance. The official liquidator 
came into the arrangement for the sale in order that he might obtain the 
settlement of a cross-claim which he had against the intermediate purchasers, 
who had been the promoters of the company.. The contract for the sale for 
£24,000 entered into by the official li was not until it 


had been sanctioned by the court. This order was one which all 
the jes, as it provided that £21,000 should be to the ory 
vendors, £1,800 to the ees re and £1,750 to the official 
liquidator by way of compromise im full discharge of any claims 
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were that he was willing to concur of 

the brewery for £24,000. To hold, however, 
was merely a 
against the solicitors. su 

looked at in all its bearing, was that the liquidator sold whatever 
the company had in the concern for £1,750. comyche yong 
sale subjets to insamiensonst oat one nage it was 


inasmu o te ee £1,750 whatever the a 
the incumbrances might be ; it was the sale of the interest 
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com: for £1,750, that the master was right in 
Sire oo as co ee 
because the 


negotiations were those of the vendors, interested. 
There were no negotiations orale a beball of the pfleiel Ucuidasor, bat 
there were cone With sepeeene Ss aclaim. His lord- 
ship thought that, as a matter of a vendor and his own 
solicitor, it would not be right, in many cases pie che ahi my es for 

‘ no case 


sale: the substance of the transaction should be gone 
wonld the solicitor, if he were so minded, be allowed to put the transaction 
in such a form as would give him the larger fee; but there was apd or 
tence for making such a in the 

judgment turned on this, looking at 

reference to the provisional contract, cou 

it binding on all the interested 
name was used in the provisional contract purpose 
venience—the convenience of all the parties: result, therefore, was 
that the taxing master’s decision must stand.—Oounsgt, Whitehorne, Q.0., 
and Beale. Soxtcrrors, Blunt ¢ Lawford. 








QUARTER SESSIONS AND ASSIZES. 


Ox Wednesday afternoon a deputation of Lancashire magistrates waited 
upon the Home to urge upon the Government the inconveniences 
— from her Majesty’s judges trying prisoners committed to quarter 
sessions. 

Lord Dsrey said that in consequence of the 
made within the last three years the j of 
themselves bound to make a complete very when the 
circuit. Formerly it was held that the judges of assize dealt 
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the woe thy are fixed by etatute.} Exactly; and no doubt recorders, 
with a good-will, could clear off all their sessions cases before the 
j camo down. It certainly seemed to him that the Act could be 

in this direction without inconvenience if there should be time 
for any legislation this session. At any rate he would consider it and see 
in way the amendment might best be made. Then there was the 
suggestion made by Mr. Higgin in his printed letter, that there should be 
some official notification of the time for holding the assizes so that thes 
sessions could be fixed at a date which would enable the gaols to be 
delivered of sessional prisoners before the assizes. He would like to know 


what time would suffice for that. 
conversation then occurred, when the deputation said that a 
f t’s official notice would, perhaps, be sufficient. It was stated 


that the Penny st maagaomed gave about that notice, and the deputation 
ht their es would be met by a proviso in the proposed Bill 
req g the clerk of assize to give such notice to the clerk of the peace. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
CALLS TO THE BAR, 


The following gentlemen were on Wednesday called to the bar :— 

Innzr Tempie.—John Harris Stone, M.A., F.L.S., F.C.S. Cambridge ; 
Robert Walter Woodward, B.A. Oxford; Frederick Feeney, M.A., 
LL.M. Cambridge; Henry Joseph Knowles; William Robert Roberts, 
Oxford; William Hessel Linsley, B.A. Oxford; James Roberts M.A., 
LL.B. Dublin; Edward Alexander Sinclair Macmunn; Andrew Cassels 
Kay, B.A. Oxford ; Clement David Clarke, B.A. Cambridge ; Oscar Joachim 
Bagram; David Emile Seligman, B.A. Cambridge; the Hon. Rowland 
Charles Frederick Leigh, B.A. Cambridge; Duncan MacKenzie Keely, 
BA., LL.B. Cambridge (holder of a scholarship in real property law, 
awarded in July, 1885); Ramdas Chubildas, B.A. LL.B., B.C.L. Cam- 
Senge eoenteteen scholar and senior Sanscrit prizeman of Christ’s College, 
Cambridge); William Tudor Howell, B.A. Oxford; Edward Samuel 
Abinger ; Anthony Micheal Coll, B.A. Oxford; William Prichard Gordon, 
B.A. lord; Herbert Levi Jacobs, B.A. London ; Percy Copeland Morris, 
LL.B. Cambridge; Oharles Edward Drummond Telfer; Samuel 
Wadsworth, M.A. Oxford; James Morton Nicholson, B.A. Cambridge 
| ca of a scholarship in equity, awarded in July 1885); Harry Joseph 

ll, B.A. Oxford; Frederick Lodge, B.A. Oxford; Joseph Shaw, 
B.A. Cambridge; Reginald Heber Jones, B.A. Oxford; Evan Edwin. 
Brook ; John Sidney Snelgrove, B.A. Cambridge ; Charles Storey Gilman’ 
Joseph Hurst ; William Higgins, London; and Arthur Coomber. 

Mrpprz Temrie.—Herbert James Hay Mackay, M.A., LL.B. Glasgow 
University (£10 Roman law lesture prize, 1884; 200 guineas studentship 
in Roman law 1885); William Wallace, M.A. Aberdeen University ; | 
William Basil Worsfold, N.A. University College, Oxford; John Risby 
Warner; Anthony Hope Hawkins, B.A. Balliol College, Oxford; John 
Scott Abernethy, B.A.-Worcester College, Oxford; Alfred Kalisch, B.A. 
(open Exhibitioner), Balliol College, Oxford; Heber Leonidas Hart, LL B. 
University of London (first honours iu jurisprudence and Roman law) ; 
Ina. , B.A. Cambridge University; James Curran; Abdul Jalil; 
pS ig hen Cobb, B.A. Merton College, Oxford; Horace Edward 

» LLB. London University (equity and common law scholar) ; 
Arthur Vélkner Grace, LL.B. Clare College, Cambridge ; James Todd ; 
Josiah Charles Eagle Knight; Henry Milward Chataway ; Maneckji B. 
Dada , Bombay University ; James Gault; Pandit Bishan Narayan 
Dar ; John Knowles; James Cecil Walter Pereira. 

Lrxcoin’s-1nn.— William Charles Braithwaite, B.A. and LL.B. London ; 

e Herbert Peake, B.A. and LL.B. Cambridge; Robert Chignell, 
B.A. London; Henry Stratton Izard, of Trinity Hall, Cambridge; 
Alexander Faulker Shand, B.A. Cambridge; Percy Holland (Lincoln’s- 
inn Scholarship in International and Constitutional Law, 1885), B.A. 
Oxford; Jobn Eustace Harman, B.A. Cambridge; Bret Ince, of Trinity 
College, Cambridge; and Arthur Jackson. 


At the Middle Temple the following scholarships awarded by the 
Treasurer and Masters of the Bench to students of the Honourable Society 
of the Middle Temple were announced in hall, viz:—Real and Personal 

—W. E. Vernon, a first-class scholarship of 50 guineas; H. 
, & second-class scholarship of 20 guineas. Common and Crim- 
inal Law—R. J. Doyle, a first-class scholarship of 50 guineas; H. E. 
Miller, a second-class scholarship of 20 gumeas. Equity—Manook Zorab, 
@ first-class scholarship of 50 guineas; W. W. Watts, a second-class 
scholarship of 20 guineas. International and Constitutional Law—Chan 
Toon, & first-class scholarrhip of fifty guineas ; J. M. Gover, a second-class 
scholarship of 20 guineas. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—CHANCERY DIVISION. 
ORDER OF CouRT. 
Saturday, the 22nd day of J sag 1887. 
r. 


Whereas, from the present state of the business before Justice 
Chitty, Mr. Justi orth, Mr. Justice Stirling, and Mr. Justice 





wely, it is expedient that a portion of the causes 
assigned to Justice Chitty, Mr, Justice North, and Mr. Justice 


Stirling should, for the purpose of trial or hearing only, be trans- 
ferred to Mr. Justice Kekewich: Now I, the Right Honourable 
Hardinge Stanley, Baron Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, do hereby order that the several causes set forth in the 
schedules hereto be a transferred from the said Mr. 
Justice Chitty, Mr. Justice North, and Mr. Justice Stirling to Mr. 
Justice Kekewich, for the purpose of trial or hearing only, and be 
marked in the cause books accordingly. And this order is to be 
drawn up by the registrar and set up in the several offices of the 
Chancery Division of the High Court of Justice. 


First ScHEpvte. 

From Mr. Justice Chitty (Witness Actions). 
Gould vy Gould 1885 G 1,347 Aug 9 
Green v Edwards 1885 G 2,787 Aug 11 
In re Tinkler Lloydv Allen 1886 T 447 Augl3 
Redford vy Shoppee 1886 R 497 Augl4 
Anderson v Patent Oxonite Co & ors 1886 A 80 Oct 11 
TurnervTymm 1886 T 937 Oct 25 4 
Great Western Forest of Dean Colliery Co v Trafalgar Colliery Co 1885 


G 2,826 Oct 26 

Gillibrand v Ho 1886 G 387 Oct 26 

Eccleston v Eccleston 1886 E 295 Nov 10 

Hobbs v Wayet 1885 H 2,366 Nov 10 

Leith y Cooke 1886 L 1,034 Novil 

Rait & Gardiner vy Dry Docks Corporation of London, 1d 1886 R 990 
Nov 11 

Smith v McJannett 1886 S 1,403 Nov 16 

In re Roser Roser v Featherstone 1886 R 1,246 Nov19 

Holt & ors v Duke & ors 1886 H 1,986 Nov 20 

London & Westminster Bank, ld v Turquand & ors 1886 L 182 Nov 22 

Hammersley, widow v Hammersley & ors 1884 H 3,371 Nov 22 

Alexander v London Founders’ Association, ld 1886 A 417 Nov 24 

Hargreaves v Trustees of G. Massey & G. A. Hargraves, bankrupts 1885 
L 146 Nov 26 

Hall vy Palmer 1886 H 2,740 Nov 27 

Williams v Neath Canal Navigation Proprietors Neath Oanal Navigation 
Proprietors v Williams 1881 W 4,263 Nov 27 

Wearing v Purkiss 1886 W 2,109 Nov 27 

Boyd v Patrick 1883 B 4,359 Nov 29 

Ashley v Drew 1886 A 428 Nov 30 

Lichfield v Simmons 1886 L 1,840 Dec3 

Coote vIngram 1886 C 4,601 Dec6 

Wenham Oo, ld v May & Co 1886 W 2,252 Dec7 

Edison & Swan United Electric Light Cov Shippey Bros 1886 E 844 
Dec 8 

London Tavern Co, ld v Worley 1886 L 1,390 Dec9 

Duke of Northumberland v Bowman 1886 N 609 Dec ll 


Seconp ScHEDvULE. 
From Mr. Justice North (Witness Actions). 
Hodgkin, Barnett, &Cov Hopper 1885 H 4,629 June 29 
Baron René de Bloney v Brin, Freres & Bins Oxygen Co, ld 1886 D 
400 July 1 
Compton v Robinson 1883 © 3,233 July 3 
In re McClure Bowers v Seddon 1882 M 2,161 July 3 
Evans v Manchester, Sheffield, & Lincolnshire Ry Co 1886 E 171 
July 12 
Wall v Stanwick 1885 W 4,487 July 12 
Humphrey v Scott 1886 H 1,695 July 19 
McClure v Pringle 1885 M 785 July 19 
Hallv Ewin 1886 H 1,092 July 22 
Michael v Price 1886 M 1,201 July 24 
Tritton v Bankart 1886 T 565 July 26 
Holden v Collier 1886 H 1,628 July 29 
Balsomv Webb 1886 B 2,165 July 31 
Davies, Bros, & Cov Davies 1886 D 426 July 31 
Newton v Barker 1886 N 436 Aug3 
Gcoding v Wiltshire 1886 G 769 Aug4 
In re Woodward Woodward v Woodward 1885 W 2,593 Aug5 
Edison & Swan United Electric Light, &c., Co v Davidson, Jackson, & 
Duncan 1886 E 353 Augi 
In re J. Knapp Bennett v Kna 1886 K 253 Aug6é 
In re Allen Allen v Capps 1886 A 159 Augll 
Leslie v Cave 1884 L 3,312 Aug12 
Soperv Arnold 1886 S 3,056 Aug 16 
Locke v White 1886 L 1 Aug 20 
Walker v West Riding Union Banking Co West Riding Union Banking 
Cov Walker 1886 W 483 Aug 25 
Wood v Horne 1886 W 1,667 Oct 8 
Franklin, Hockin, & Co, 1d v Franklin, Hockin 1886 H 1,010 Oct 26 
North v Davie 1885 N 762 Oct 26 
Daniel v McMillan 1885 D 2,496 Oct 26 
Nicol vy Campbell 1886 N 635 Oct 27 
Frank v Cottrell 1886 F 96 Oct 28 
Collins v Castle 1886 OC 2,129 Novl 
Lusk, Bart v Richards 1886 L 1,661 Novl 
Bateman v Poplar District Board of Works 1886 B 1,652 Nov 4 
Ware v Freeth 1886 W 957 Nov 9 
In re Hope Hopev Porter 1886 H 3,598 Nov 10 
Davies v Hodgson 1885 1,867 Nov 12 


D 
In re W. J. & J. vy Bodger 1884 B 5,198 Nov17 
Winter v Baker ieee W 1,719 Nov17 . 
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Cowan v Midland & S. W. Junction Ry Oo 1885 C 803 Novl7 
Lamplugh & anr v Powell, Foley & Co 1886 L 802 Nov18 


Tarep Scuxpu.e. 
From Mr. Justice Stirling (Witness Actions), 
Tolley v Nelson 1886 T 425 June 16 
Willeringhaus v Klinker 1885 W 763 June23 
In re E. e Grovev Lane 1880 E 2,667 July 1 
Humpherson v Syer 1885 H 4,975 Jaly3 
Wells v Hammer 1886 W 4,160 Jul 
= v Province of Brescia Steam Trmwape Oo, ld 1886 F 508 
July 8 
Davis v Vickery 1886 D 280 July 10 
In re Lady Honeywood Finleyv Denne 1885 H 4,696 July 13 
Jones v Gehrke 1886 J 672 July 13 
Lamb, Bart v Chambers 1885 L 2,060 July 15 
Lambton & Cov Johnson Hallv Johnson 1885 L 1,540 July 20 
Wardens of St. Saviour’s Parish Charch, Southwark vy Gery 1885 
3,844 July 20 
Knight v Jones 1885 K 983 July 22 
Burke v Jones 1886 B 2,090 July 23 
Wadge vGarrold 1886 W 886 July 23 
Humphrey ySumner 1886 H 1,293 July 23 
Schlusser v Hilton 1885 S 4,071 July 27 
In re H. Batt, Jonesv Peach 1886 B 2,178 July 29 
Notton v Gunzel 1885 N 235 Aug4 
Whatford v East 1886 W 1,788 Aug 5 
Smith vSalaman 1886 S 2,104 Aug5d 
Harper v Murray 1886 H 701 Aug 6 
Jackson v Tatley 1886 J 196 Aug7 
Gurney v Winchester House Co, 1d 1886 G 974 Augll 
In re Loftus Otway Otway v Loftus Otway 1886 O 130 -Aug 11 
—— ag reg & M.A. Rees Whitehead v Tracy 1886 W_ 1,215 
ug 13 
Lewis v Evans & Oo 1886 L 593 Aug 12 
Haywood v Whitaker 1885 H 5,153 Aug 13 
Smith v Bowler 1886 S 351 Aug 19 
Parkerv Bingham 1885 P 1,495 Oct 15 
Hatssvry, C. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Wit114m Laruam, solicitor {of the firm of Latham & New), of 
Leicester and Melton Mowbray, died at his residence at the latter place 
on the 2nd inst., in his eighty-sixth year. Mr. Latham was the son of 
Mr. Charles Latham, solicitor, and was born in 1800. He was admitted a 
soliciter in 1822, and he had practised for over sixty years at Melton 
Mowbray. He was origimally in practice with his father, afterwards with 
his son, the late Mr. Charles Latham, and, more recently, with Mr. 
Walter John New, the firm also having offives at Leicester. Mr. Latham 
was @ perpetual commissioner for Leicestershire and a commissioner for 
affidavits in the Supreme Court of Judicature in Ireland. He had also 
held several local appointments. He was clerk to the Melton Mowbray 
Local Board, clerk to the Hudson and Storer Charity Trustees, and 
deputy -coroner for the Framland Division of Leicestershire. He had also 
served the office of Under-Sheriff of Leicestershire. 


Mr. Apam Grrrorp, Lord Grirrorp, formerly a judge of the Court of 
Session in Scotland, who died at Granton Lodge, near Edinb , on the 
20th inst., was born in 1520. He was educated at the University of 
Edinburgh, and he was admitted a member of the Faculty of Advocates 
in Scotland in 1849. He was an advocate depute from 1861 till 1865, in 
which year he was appointed Sheriff of Orkney and Shetland. He was 
agnetaet a Lord Ordinary in 1870, when he assumed the honorary title 
of Lord Gifford, and he became a judge of the 2nd Division of the 
Court of Session in 1878. In 1881, in uence of an attack of 
paralysis, he retired on a pension. Lord G had been for several 
years a widower, and he leaves one son. He was buried at the Calton 
Cemetery, Edinburgh, on the 25th inst. 


Sergeant Witi1am Oampsett Sierexn, who died at Ventnor on the 23rd 
inst., in his sixty-ninth year, was the eldest son of Dr. William Willcocks 
Sleigh, and was born in 1818. He was called to the bar at the Middle 
Temple in Hilary Term, 1846, when he joined the Home Circuit. He 
devoted most of his attention to criminal law, and he was for 
one of the leaders at the Central Oriminal Oourt and at the 
Sessions. He had also a large licensing business, In 1868 he was czeated 
aserjeant-at-law, at the same time as the late Sergeant Sargood and the 
late Sergeant Cox, this having been the latest instance of a creation of 
serjeants except in the case of newly-appointed common law jrages 
vr. eant Sleigh was for many yearsa counsel to the of 

land, and he held briefs in the Rachel case and other important prose- 
cu . He made several efforts to enter Parliament, ray Renae 
Lambeth in 1865, Huddersfield in 1867, and Frome in 1868 the Con- 
servative interest. A few years ago he went abroad for the benefit of his 
health, and he practised for a short time in Tasmania. 
of 


Mr. Cuarizs Banuam Bonn, solicitor (of the firm & 
sale), of Taunton and Wellington, died at the latter place on the 15th 
inst. Mr. Bond was the son of Mr. Edward Augustus Bond, 
librarian of the British Museum, and was born in 1854, He served 
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articles with the late Mr. William 
since his admission in 1878. 
Thatcher 


During short ‘ 
vate and he had for some time clerk to the Sam 
Pe rmacl Schost Board. Mr. Bond was’ unmarried, He was buried at 

Kensal Green Cemetery on the 20th inst. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Joun Watrer Bucuanan Rrpp: barrister, has been a 
Receiver to the Dean and Chapter of St. Paul's. Mr. rte 
eldest son of the Rev. John Charles Buchanan Riddell, and 
1849. He was educated at Obrist Ohurch, Oxford. -He was called to 
bar at the Inner Temple in Term, 1874, and he is a member of 
South-Eastern Mr. has been for some time Honorary 
Lay Secretary to the London Diocesan Conference. 

Mr. Joun Matuer Wrut1amson, solicitor, of Dublin, has been appointed 
Under-Sheriff of the County of Dublin for the ensuing year. 


Mr. Raten Nevius, ogy to: a pg oer M.P. for the 
a Division of 5 ee 

Liberal interest, is the only son of Dr. Henry Neville, of Esher, 
College, Cambridge. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter 


Term, 1872, and he practises in the Chancery Division and in the Lan- 
pe Palatine Court, being also a member of the Northern Circuit. 


Conveyancin Coane ee ee succesion to Mr. Joseph 
Hen D 7 Mr. Butler eV 


George Butler, D:D. D a? at Trinity “ 
was ugby 
graduated as a wraugler, and also in the first class 
1851. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1856, 
and he practises as an equity draftsman and conveyancer. 
i ., Lord Chief Justice of the Common Pleas 
Sir Micuag. ea ae te ts "Chief Justice a 
Trelan th of Lord Justice May, ee son 0: 
Mr. Mersin tin Gorrie ot Spiddlle, Galway, and was born in 1827. He was 
educated at Galway College and at Trinity College, Dublin, and he 
was called to the bar in Ireland in 1849. He became a Queen’s 


¢ 


= 
i 


in 1863. He was recorder of Salway, and he was elected M.P. 
for that borough in the Conservative interest in 1865. He was Solicitor- 
General for I from July till November, 1908, when be was ted 
Attotney-Gauttal, SA Wis. SOS SS SS Se Cd tos Oak 
Council, and in the following year he was a judge Court 
of Common Pleas. He became chief rants of thst court in 1876, and 
he was created a baronet in 1885. 


Mr. Francois Joun Greenwett, barrister, 
cuting Counsel to the Mint for Durham, N mberland, and Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, in succession to Mr. Adolphus 
has been appointed Chief Clerk of the Office in the House of Lords. 
Mr. Greenwell is the second son of Mr. Francis Greenwell, of Durham, 
and was born in 1852. He was educated at 
at Balliol College, Oxford. He was called to the bar at the jouer Tome 
in November, 1877, and he practises on the N «Eastern Circuit, 
the Durham, Northumberland, and Newcastle Sessions. Mr. Greenwell 
was appointed recorder of the city of Durham in 1883. 

Mr. Tuomas Burton, solicitor, of J4, -gardens, has been inted 
a Commissioner to administer Oaths in Court of J : 

Mr. Gzorcr Dzn1son Lume, solicitor (of the firm of Lumb & Bailey), o 
Seem, bas (eats SRE to administer Oaths in the 
Supreme Court of Judicature. sl 

Mr. Henny Rowen, solicitor, of 8, Quality-court, Chancery-lane, 
Kingston-upon-Thames, has been a Commissioner to administer 
Oaths in the Supreme Court of J 

Mr. G Epwarp Bovans Pavey, solicitor, of Lincoln and - 
ness, has ‘been @ Commissioner to administer Oaths in the 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 


_ J.T, Evuonps, solicitor, of Great Winchester E.C., and 
a etd sppotated a Commiaionsr to Gaths 


| 
| 


15, Brixton-road, has been ; 
in the Supreme Oourt of Judicature. Mr. Edmonds was admitted in 
September, 1880. 


PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 


Bateson & Hutchinson), Ripon, Yorkshire. Jan. 1 
Oars Ouse Bite ae tee solicitors 
& Kirtley), Brighton. Jan. 21. [ Gazette, Jan. 25.) 





a ee een 


Ina 
said it should be known that who ounmities duly 
would not b allowed to scien to the Caeser el marriage. 
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A meeting will be held in Lincoln’s-inn hall, on Saturday next, at 2.15 
p.m., to consider the advisability of establishing a society to encourage 
the study and advance the knowledge of the history of English law. 
Lord Justice Fry has consented to preside. Itis suggested tha‘ the name 
of the “ay 2 Basen be the Selden Society, and that its objects shall 


include (1) ting of inedited MSS. and the publication of new 
Sioa etree ticns of works having an important bearing on English 

2) The collection of materials for a dictionary of Anglo- 
Femch a pow of law terms; (3) The collection of materials for a history of 
— law; (4) The holding of meetings for the reading and discussion 


; (5) The publication of a selection of the papers read at the 
Sie: and of other original communications. 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF er ens gma 
mar 00 REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE 


Date APPEAL CouRT — - reseed Mr. Fesine Mr. Justice 
3 No. Kay. CHITTY. 
Mon., Jan. 31 Mr. Beal’ Mr. Carrington Mr, Godfrey Mr. Pugh 
a Feb. : re ke Leach ae q 
‘ednesday Leac on Godfre: &. 
Pu eS King” ee Leach Pazh 
spiete m z 
ine O Ward Lavie Leach Beal 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
ORTH. STIRLING, KEKEWICH. 
onday, January ... 31 Mr. Pemberton Mr. Jackson Mr. Ward 
Fe wowed g a 8 King, 
‘ednesday eeeseece aeeeeeters em nm ackson 
Thursday ......... Clowes Koe King 
. 4 Pemberton Jackson Ward 
5 Clowes Koe King 











WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Jan. 21. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY.§ 
ae 4 on SEA AND Districr AUxiZiaARY RAILWAYS AND CARRIAGE Co 


—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 14, directed to be heard before 
Chitty, J., on Saturday, Jan 29. Broad & Co, Laurence Pountney lane, solors 
r 


for 
STANDARD Exxcreic Licgut anD PowER Co, Lmumrep.—Petn for windin 
ted Jan 19, directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on Jan 29, 
Ehirreff, Gresham house, solors for petner 

CoUnTy PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 


up 
Morley & 


LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
ae a Mr Oo, Luairep.—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 18, directed 
quo x Sg Whitey re hee * re = Ce urts, Manchester, on 
y, Jan 31. ~ 4 0, Liv solors for petners 
TLLIAM HARTLEY & narrep.—Oredl itors are required, on or before Feb 
= to 8, t0 vend, thel a A names at 


radiated and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to heart Wade, 71, ng st, Manchester. Friday, Feb 25, at 
12, is hd om for he h x us sed od} ludicating 


Z ppen se the said claims 
LVED. 


Semen Woursxe es CivuB, Meald Schoolhouse, Church st, Davenham. 
ester. Jan 
SmeBy Drvuips’ FEMALE FRIENDLY SoOcreTY, Undenominational Schools, Sileby, 


Leicester. Jan 17 
SUSPENDED FOR THREE MONTHS. 
Ouvuncn or ENGLAND BENEFIT CLUB, Blue Boar Inn, Stone st, Dudley, Worces- 


ter. Jan 19 
Hore ‘AL FRIENDLY Geemer, Middlesex hall, 24a, Middlesex st, Clarendon 
an 1 


TEETOT. 
sq, Somers Town, N.W. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Jan. 25, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

CARLYLE SLATE AND SLAB Co, LuwiTED.—By an order made by Stirling, J., dated 
Jan_165, it was oaoqeet that the com: y be wound up. Bolton & Co, agents 
for W: & Co, Manchester, solors for petners 

APHIC ENAMEL Co, LIMITED. —By an order made by North, J., dated 
Jan 15, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the company be con- 
. Walker & Mewburn-Walker, Furnival n, solors for petner 

QUITERIDGE & Co, —By an order made by Kay, J., dated Jan 15, it was 

ordered that the company ‘be wound up. Tanner, Circus "pl, Finsbury circus, 


solor for petner 

LLYNVI AND TonDU Oe, Jeane an order made by Kay, J., dated Jan 15, 
it was ordered that th eel wound up. Johnston & Co, Raymond 
bidgs, Gray’s inn, ogents ~ inder, Bolton, solors for petner 

Royal EXcHANGE SHIPPIN Luarep.—By an order made by Chitty, J., 


dated Jan 15, it was wn aby "that the company be wound up. Botterell & 
D Co, = wh. rder made by Stirling, J., 

AIRY ITED.—By an order le by dated Jan 

17, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Jennings, ‘Holborn, solor 


ee pomrane CoLaurrep .—By sn cotermade by North, J., Gated Jon | 15, it | 
was ordered @ voluntary w ing up 6 @ compan continu 
peter & Co, Chancery lane, agents for Curtis & Son, Neath, solors for 


gieuate (een) ) Mottve PowEr SywprcaTr, LumTep.—By an order made 


¥ sh Chena 15, it was ordered that the syndicate be wound up. 
— solor for petner 


Mine Co, LimITED.—By an order made by Stirling, 


eae tated Jan i — an ordered that the volun winding up of the company 
tune & A eo Gresham a eon —- for petner 

Woaetn top Horse SHOE Co, Li , by an order, dated 

Jan 18, appointed + geet James, | - FAY, st, to be official liqui- 


CounTy PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
LIMITED In CHANCERY. 


Luss SurrrimG Co, Lumirep.—The Vice-Chancellor has fixed Friday, Feb 4, at 
12, at 9, Cook st, Liverpool, ' for the appointment of an official liquidator 












Bourox Bacuaxes Rooxa "Ban one, we Oy Fox Brstowe, V0, dated 
OLTON ExcHANGE Rooms.—By an order made ‘Ox- 
Jan 6. it was ordered that the +40 be wound up. Crofton and Graven, 


Manchester, agents for Fullagar & Hulton, Bolton, solors for petners; 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or CLam. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Jan. 18. 
EDZARD, Guceas, Devonshire st, Queen’s 7 % Central Investment and 
Building Soci - Co. v Tho rnhill, North Fleet, Hatton garden, 


uild Vv 
Holborn 





NOTICES tt or ay UNDER are: | Reser Ace, for insertion’ & in mie 
ondon Gazette or any new: snou! sen’ 
lishers London G: asetie 45, 8t. Martin ’s-lane, W.C. The Gazette is published ‘ every 
Tuesday and Friday. —[ADVT 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 


Last Day oF CLAIM. 
London Gasette.—TUESDAY, Jan. 11. 
ANPEEaE?, JosErH, Bromsgrove, Worcester, Gent. March 25. Sanders, 
romsgrove 
Bancxks, BoBERT OLDDISs, b mg st, Camberwell, Card Manufacturer. Feb 5. 
Price, John st, Bedford r 
Barry, EmIty, Cleveland sq, Hyde park, Feb12. Cooper & Walker, Birchin In 


BENNEWITH, FREDERICK, Abingdon st, Bethnal green, Bootmaker. Feb 8, 
hapman, Pancras lane 

BRADFIELD, CHARLES THOMAS, De Beauvoir rd, Kingsland, Horse Dealer. Feb 
19. Aylward, Clifford’s inn 

BROMLEY, CHARLES BAKEWELL, Walton, nr Stone, Stafford, Shoe Manufacturer. 
Feb 28. Paddock & Sons, Hanley 

BUCHNER, JOHANN GEORG, Sydney, "now South Wales, Surveyor. Jan 31. 
Freund, Finsbury circus 

DovuGHrty, ELizaB ABETH, Dronfield, Derby. April5. Broomhead & Co, Sheffield 

E.uis, WILLIAM, Halifax, Farmer. Feb7. Garsed, Halifax 


ALBERTUS FREDERICK, Ober Dobling, nr Vienna, Austria, Gent. 
. McMillin, Bloomsbury 
FARNELL, THOMAS, Birmingham, Silversmith, Feb 28. Bradley, Birmingham 


FIELD, he 9 rH pA hnend JouN, Oxton, nr Birkenhead, Draper’s Salesman. Mar 
em 

Fuapd, EDW Epwie B, Symington House, Homerton, Esq. Feb 12. Cavell, Waterloo 

Guone,’ Ant _Aaeeee, Ovington sq, Esq. Feb 28. Wickings Smith & Son, Lincoln’s 


e. 
Harrison, Mary, Portland rd, Notting hill. Feb?. Meynell, Furnival st 
HAYWARD, Rev JoHN WHEELER, Flintham Vicarage, Notts. Feb 8. Stuart & 


Tull, Gray’s inn sq 

JAMES, THOMAS, Seenwik, Cumberland, Yeoman. Jan 31. Bendle, Carlisle 
KITrcHENER, ANN, Hertford. Feb 23. Spence & Co, Hertford 

Marn, JamzEs, Leicester, Gent. Jan 31. Curtis, Leicester 

MoVEAGH, HENRY CHAPMAN, Bath, Esq. Feb22. Gibbs, Bath 

MoVzEaGH, Mary, Bath. Feb22. Gibbs, Bath 

MARSDEN, JOHN, Brighton, Esq. Febi1. Janson & Co, Finsbury circus 

Nosiz, Henry, Wigginton, York, Shoemaker. Febii. Proctor, York 
PAYNTER, FRANCIS, Bath. Feb 22. Gibbs, Bath 

Prick, WiLL1am, Goldcliff, Monmouth, Farmer. Feb 13, Davis & Lloyd, New- 


ort 
SHACELELON, Joun, Halifax, Retired Bookkeeper. Feb 19. Boocock, Halifax 


para maaay, Southampton, Music Dealer. Feb 19. Hickman & Son 
ou 
Sovrammx, Guondx SavaGeE, Ashton on Mersey, Chester, Gent. Feb 24. Fox, 
anc. 
Su, JacoB, Endsleigh co Euston rd, Money Lender. March 1. 
Joel & Parsons, Newcastle on 
TAYLOR, SAMUEL, Bedford, Esq. March 5. Smith, Sandy 


Maky, Broadhalgh, nr Rochdale. Feb 16. Standring & Taylor, Roch- 
ie 
Warp, Henry, Landport, Portsea, Mariner. Feb 12, King, Portsea 
Woop, SAMUEL, Castleford, York, Saddler. Marchi. Phillips, Castleford 
Wratt, Sir Matruew, Hyde Park sq, Knt. Feb 28. Fardell & Dashwood, Mitre 
chbrs, Temple 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Jan. 

ASHTON, JOSEPH SKEFFINGTON, Lee, Kent, Brick | ok Feb 12. Dodd, 


New Broad st 
BAILEY, Captain hh py Loans N., Fenchurch st. Feb 14. Hallett & Spottiswoode, 


Craven st, Charing C 
Bases, ROAD Monson, Plymouth, Chemist. March 1. Rooker &'Co, 
ymou 
ames = Smuon, Rochdale, Lancaster, Gent. Feb 19. Standring & Taylor, 
Brace, Joun, Liverpool, Gent. Feb12. Norris & Sons, Liverpool 
BLACKNELL, ALFRED, Rock Cottage, Sunbury, Gent. Feb 18. Staaley Evans, 
1p neobalds rd, Bedford bis * 
YD, ELIZABETH, Byker, Recstile upon Tyne. Feb 12. . Johnston, Newcastle 
upon 
CAMBELL, CHARLOTTE, Bangor Isycoed, Flint. Feb 5. Longueville & Co, 


Oswestry 
CasTLE, Mary, Grantham, Lincoln. Aprili. Thompson & Sons, Grantham 


CLARK, SARAH Mary Cazemamen, F Sottenhem ter, Tottenham. Feb 12. Wolfer« 
stan & Avery, Ironmonger 
COWARD, nen JOHN, Guide chbrs, Moorgate st, Solicitor. March 1, 


EVANS, TuoMas, hertine, Essex, Licensed Victualler. March 15. Preston, Gt 
Eastern rd, 
ees % RicearRD Ramsay, Folkestone, M.A. March 1. Johrson, Theobalds 
ord row 
rae, A, Church rd, Islington. Feb 24. Jones & Co, John st, 


Bedford row 
Gray, BENJAMIN, Pendleton, Lancaster. Feb 28, Cunliffe & Co, Manchester 


mea my prsesnaen, Fratton, Southampton. Feb 14, Tyrrell, Ray« 
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Hit, ANN, Stretton Sugwas, Hereford. Marchi. James & Co, Hereford 


Huanes, ARTHUR note Pelham st, South Kensington. Feb 14. Horn & 
Francis, Berkeley st, Piccadill 
Jzrrs, RicHARD, Regent st, Furrier. Feb 28. Patten, Gray’s inn sq 


Lewin, Epwarp Curistorusr, Boston, Lincoln, Chemist. Jan 25. Rice & Co 
Line, Frances, St Julian’s, Norwich. Feb14. Miller & Co, Norwich 


Mum, GEORGE FREDERICK nt aaa Orickhowell, Brecon, Esq. Feb i4. Jones 
& Forrester, Malmesbu 
Muxison, Isaac, Boston, Téneuia, Retired Tailor. Feb 10. Staniland, Boston 


Mo.tison, Wir11aM THOMAS, Whitehall gdns, Esq. March 1. St Barbe & Co, 


y st 
Nott, SanaH, Coventry. Feb 26. Twist & Sons, Coventry 
SHIRTCLIFFE, HANNAH, Nottingham. Marchi. Wing, Nottingham 
eee ~ Grappenhall, Chester. Feb 16. Ridgway & Worsley 
mee Om TAYLOR, Nitalaton, Durham, Gent. March 31. Ingledew & 


aggett, Newcastle on Tyn 
ViIncER, JAMES LONG, Twickenham, Newspaper Reporter. Jan 31. Vincer, 


A 
— AnnE Mazi4, Hartley Wintney, Hampshire, Feb10. King, Gresham 
8 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Jan. 18. 
COLLARD, JvuLiA, Herne, Kent. Marchi. Sankeys & Flint, Canterbury 
Cornzr, THomas, Newport, Mon, Auctioneer. Feb 20, Oliver, Newport 


CowLsED, Wr11u4M, Borough rd, Surrey, Scaleboard Manufacturer. Feb 15. 
gan & Hughes, Martin’s lane 
Drs, ' OHN, Kingston upon Hull. Feb7. Shackles & Son, Hull 


Bum, EDMUND, Mehetabel rd, Homerton, Gent. Feb 28. Harris, Finsbury 
cus 
Farmer, Harry, Norwood rd, Surrey, Draper. Feb19. Phelps & Co, Gresham 


yueust Wursv, Birkenhead, Clerk. Feb 28. Francis, Birkenhead 

Frets, Jonn, Beeston, Leeds, Cattle Dealer. Marchi. Dunning & Co, Leeds 

HARDCASTLE, JOHN, Ripon, York, Farmer. April1. Wise & Son, Ripon 

Hi11, ANN, Stretton Sugwas, Hereford. Marchi. James & Co, Hereford 

HowEL.t, CaRoLinz, Cheltenham. Feb 18. Heath, Cheltenham e: 

JONES, JOHN, Ruthin, Farmer. Febi2. Lloyd & Roberts, Ruthin 

Lover, E1iza, Newport, Mon. Feb 20. Oliver, Newport 

Tape, Renata SaRnau, Wilmslow, Chester. Marchi. Croften & Craven, Man- 
K.C.B., Wilbury House, nr Salisbury. Feb 28. 


Sir ALEXANDER, Bart, 
Wynne & Son, Lincoln’s inn fields 
OrncHARD, THOMAS 4s, Alexandra rd, St John’s Wood, Secretary. Feb 28. Carr & 


, STEPHEN ar Manchester, Hotel Keeper. March 18. Okell & Cros- 
field, Manchester 
PRICHARD, Jomm. Lente, , Glamorgan, Diocesan Architect. March 1. Richard 
gen 
RatTcLirF, WitL14M, Cheltenham. March 25. Drew, Cheltenham 
RICHARDSON, WILLIAM, Shirley, Warwick, Gent. Feb 22. Sale, Solihull 
ee, LENTAMIE, Lee, Kent, Stockbroker. Feb 21. Oooper & Walker, 
Bire lane 
To, , <n CATHERINE, Barnby Maor, York. Feb19. Ourrie & Co, Lincoln’s 
WIrrin, W1LL1AM SyzR, East Dereham, Norfolk, Gent. Feb5. Winter, Swaff- 


Zapp, RUDOLPH, Manchester, Gent, May 10. Fox. Manchester 


4 








WARNING TO INTENDING HovUsE PURCHASERS AND La, —Before purchasing 
or renting a house have the Sanitary arrangements thoroughly examined an 
expert from The Sanitary Engineering & Ventilation Co., 115, Victoria-st. est- 

ster (Estab. 1875), who also undertake the Ventilation of Offices, p<pee Poe } 


FURNISH 0: o Deposit; 1,2, or 3 years credit ; 
60 wholesale 79, Queen Victoria-st., —— at 121, Pall 


on NoRMAN & Stacey's System; N. 
firms. Offices, § 
S.W., & 9. Liverpool-st., E.C. Goods delivered free. —[ADVT, 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Jan. 21 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


AND RoBeEkt, Mansfield, Nottingham, Smallware Dealer. Nottingham. 
Pet Jan 18. Ord Jan 18 
AsEEOM, JOHN Loma Btalybriden, Cromiize, Draper. Ashton under Lyne 
Pet Jan 19. Ord J 


Stalybri 
: BAILEY, PAUI,, Gheldleton, Stafford, ea Macclesfield. Pet Jan 8. 


Bae, Baar Dapenes, Sandown, I.W., Plumber. Newport and Ryde, Pct 
Brown, JAMES HENRY Sunotion rd, Upper Holloway, Builder. High Ovurt. 
Revels asus tian Ord Jen 39 John st, Clerkenwell, Football Manufacturer. High 
Court. Pet Jan 19. Ord Jan 
BUTLER. aang ee, Damaeidge rd, Mile End, Club Proprietor. High Court. Pet 
Cana, uw Belgrave, Leicester, Cattle Dealer. Leicester, Pet Jan 18. 
CaRRICK, WILLIAM, Winchester, Brewer. Winchester. Pet Jani18. Ord Jan 18 
CmamyAy, Jazeme, Gt Ouseburn, Yorks, Farmer. York. Pet Jani7. Ord 
CLEVERLEY, JoHN Ousptam, Queen’s rd, Wimbledon, Journalist. High Court. 


o Pet * an 19. Ord Jan 1 = 
ONNOR, ROBERT OMERELEY. dal Magna, nr Wakefield business 
Wakefield. Pet Jan 18. ‘ora Jan 18 eatbes 


Cox, says. Newport, Mon, Steam Tug Owner. Newport, Mon. Pet Jan 19. 


DARTNELL. HENRY J Ste; » Li 
es, Eee Jane Oe pney causeway, Licensed Victualler, High Court. 


Davin, Aprame, Sauelase, Glamorgan, Poultry Dealer. Neath. Pet Jan 17. 


ae — 7oee Betenterry, Glamorgan, Insurance Collector. Neath, Pet Jan 
Duxawe, anes, Cc Consett, Durham, Milk Vendor, Newcastle on Tyne, PetJan 


en thal, ee ‘Pet dan’ ‘i Ord San nr F vier areas Yorks, Bewhouse K>»p2r. 


Goventegt feats: Coventry. Pet Janiz7. OriJaxt? 


‘ioe 
17, Ord Jt 
Foany Tuomas, te A Mon, Fruiterer. Newport, Mon. Pet Jan18. Ord 


Gamage, Smomas, Pendleton, Lancashire, Dairyman. Salford. Pet Jan7, Ord 
Gracy, ensaure, Liverpool, Iron Merchant. High Court. PetJani7. Ord 
Cea Pes Secke, Ps Licensed Victualler. Truro. Pet Jan 
Gunayey, Faces PowE.t, Rotherham, Yorks, Tailor. Sheffield. Pet Jan 15. 


Hat, James, Sheffield, Commission Agent. Derby. Pet Jan 17. Ord Jan 17 
Hasey Buvar Joun, Moorgate st, Auctioneer. High Court. Pet Dec3i. Ord 
an 

Bay. 3 Raymonp, Birmingham, Cattle Dealer. Birmingham. Pet Jani7. Ord 

Haravust, Jom Paxnesox, Hulme, Cheshire, Grey Cloth Salesman. Stock- 
“a Corbett, orcester, Farmer. Kidder- 

eee Sa Pet Jan 10. Ord Jan 1 ¥ 

Isaac, Henry SALTER, Ottery St Mary, Devon, Carrier. Exeter. Pet Jan 18. 

Ord Jan 
Jom, aeyease MorGan, Lianguicke, Glamorgan, Farmer. Neath. Pet Jan 17. 


Kun, The Hon Ousntas J Tenge, Charles ot, Beclabey ag, Tigh Court. Pet Oct 


23. Ord Jan 
KERRY. SAxUBL, and Jaacas AMES SAMUEL LoostEY, Mare st, Hackney, Merchants. 
ce) . Pet Jani7. Ord Jan 17 
Wilts, Innkeeper. Swindon. Pet Jan 17. 


seats ARLES WILLIAM, Pewsey, 


Jan 17 

mg ate ¥, Rochdale, Lanesshizve, Photogeapher, Manchester. Pet 
an 

WILLIAM, Oovamtey, Léssnced : Viedaulibte: Coventry. Pet Jan 19. Ord 


Jan 19 
HN, THEODOR, Newcastle Tyne, Restaurant Keeper. Newcastle on 
—y Pet Jan 18. Ord Jan 18. 
cnae ~~ pepe: ham, Cab Proprietor. Cheltenham. Pet Jan 17. Ord 


Jan 
Lows, Haxny Jauzs, Birmingham, Bookseller. Birmingham. Pet Jani7. Ord 


LynaM, veg Se: pines Kipp, Nottingham, Builders. Notting- 
ham. an 
MacgrntosH, J. M., Jermyn st, St James, Gent. High Court. Pet May 18. Ord 


Jan 1 
Monday, aay RricHarD, Nottingham, Draper. Nottingham. Pet Jan 18. 


an 1 
Moro, Sarau, Builth, Brecon, Widow. Newtown, Pet Jan17. Ord Jan 17 
Maheqe, Hacuane JouN, Middlesborough, out of business. York. Pet Jan 19. 


an 19 
OstLeR, JANE, Yeovil, Ironmonger. Yeovil. Pet Jan 19, Ord Jan 19 


mete Hottteghem, cut of bunlases. Nottingham. Pet Jan 15. Ord 


JoHN, Newcastle on Tyne, Poulterer’s Assistant. Newcastle on Tyne. 
me 19. Ord Jan 19 
Gaceen, Rosame, Ice Merchant. East Stonehouse. Pet Jani7. Ord 


SraTHsM, JonarHaN, Bingley, Yorks, Staff Finisher. Bradford. Pet Jan 15. 


Ord Jan 
THAIN, , 1 ae Ball’s Pond rd, Islington, Leather Seller. High Court. 
Pet Ord Jan 18 


Jan 18, 
Brassfounder, Birmingham. Pet Jan 19. 


Toy, i 2 e eon 
an 
ve daa Wru14M, Great prac ee Hatter. Saree Pet Janiz. Ord 


THOMAS ater Manufacturer. 
mw on Toca oad Mi i Bitialeborough. Pet Jan i, Oe Pethee 17. ‘Ord Jan 17 
Waa, Porth, Glamoganshire, PetJan7. Ord 


a yg fag Yr 


wits tae ORDERS RESCINDED, 


reatligh Uourt "Res Ont Nov ii. Adrad Deo ese Jan if gs 


Hazt, Fran Aug 2. Resc Jan7 


Me aeietne een, High Court. 
Ord Nov 25. Rese Jan 17 en 


Door ae ey rues MEBTINOS. Manager. Jan 81 at 11.30. 
BOvtems, Jone, Binines of, Aoanmom, PUmenm, Jan 28 at 11. St Swithin’s 


Brook, Harry DovGias, Sandown, I.W., Plumber, Jan 29 at 3. Off Rec, New- 
But, Canes Narten, East st, Walworth, Hosier. Jan 28 at 2.90, 93, Carey 
Buangrs, Gaonen Powane Huw, Pestsh WM, Kent, Peieten, Jan 31 at 3. 109, 


st, 
Boron, Jaa, aod Nixon Bovouen, Dunkirk, Kent, Dealers Jan 28 at 9.30, 
mee ty ILLIAM, Belgrave, Leicestershire, Uattle Dealer. Feb 1 at 12.90. 28, 


CHAPMAN, JAMES, Ouseburn, Yorks, Farmer. Jan Stati. Off Rec, York 


Manchester, Feb 

Cxmee, Onan, Architect. 4 66,050 Oo Ree plenty 

Conse, Naeneret. A Suffolk, Fishing Boat Owner. Jan 29 at 11. Off 
Roby ae ichael’ Ni 

om Sele eees Ma 8 gdns, Notting hill, Gent. Jan 28 at 11. 33, 


pig png mn 


Tage, & Steam Owner. 12.80. 
ee Tredogs late Tug Jan 31 at Off Rec, 
, Glamorganshire, 
woe per Poultry Dealer. Jan 31 at 12.45. 
Davies, JOHN, Glamorganshire, Insurance Collector, Jan 31 at 


eath 
DENT Soe Teen, Xp, pang Feb 1 at 12.30. Three Nuns 














THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





Jan 29, 188%. 











Ex.ison, Jonn HENRY TURGOOSE, Kingston upon Hull, incomes Jan 29 at 11, 
O# Rec. Lincoln’s ion bldgs, Bowlalley lane, Hull 
E1son, Tuomas FRANcIs, Coventry, Fancy Draper. Jan 3iat 11. Edward Thomas 
Peirson, Off Rec, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 
Evans, THOMAS, Glynneath, Glam, Licensed V 7ietualler. Jan 31 at 11.45. Castle 
Off Rec, 48 


o ea 
Fisner, DUNHAM, Boston, Lincolnshire, Poulterer. Feb 10 at 12. 
Off Rec, 12, Tredegar 


st, Boston 
Forpr, THomMas, Newport, Mon, Fruiterer. Jan 31 at 12. 

Feb 4 at 2.30. Off Rec, 
109, Victoria st, 


1, Newport, Mon 
Fonsdixe, EDWARD THOMAS, Manchester, Merchant. 
Ogden’s ehbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
iste ne ae Jutivs, Beckenham, Kent, Gent. Jan 29 at 12. 
GrorGE, Esav, Wavendon, Bucks, Builder. Jan 29 at 4. County Court, North- 
am: 
Hatt, TANCES, an. Commission Agent. Jan 81 at 12. Off Rec, St James’s 
chbrs, 


Hus, CHARLES, Margate, Baker. Jan 28 at10. 32, St George's st, Canterbury 
Hotmeys, HENRY, Bel > Derbyshire, Greengrocer. Jan 29 at 12. Off Rec, St 


James’s chbrs. 
Hvenes, WILLIAM boon? Leadenhall st, Shipbroker. Feb4at1i, Bankruptcy 





bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields a 
sa txeter, Exe SALTER, Ottery St Mary, Devon, Carrier. Feb 1at11. Oastle of 
xX 
Jones, RICHARD > Monaan, Llanguicke, Glam, Farmer. Jan 29 at 11. Off Rec, 6, 


Rutland st, Swansea 

Jvstick, ELIZABETH ELEANOR, Bedford, Widow. Jan 28at 11. 8, St Paul’ssq, 

Kine, CHartes Wit11AM, Peweey, Wilts, Innkeeper. Jan 29 at 10.30, Castle 

and Bail Hotel, Marlborough, Wilts 

LEvinsonN, THEODOR, Newcastle on Tyne, Restaurant Keeper. Feb 1 at 2.30. 
. Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 

a. BAMUEL, Cheltenham, Cab Proprietor. Jan 29 at 3.30, County Court, 


MANSBRIDGE, JOSIAH, Chislett rd, West End lane, West Hampstea 1, Builder. 
Jan 28 at 11. Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 


MELLER, James, Nottingham, Out of business. Jan 29 atil. Off Rec, 1, High 
pavement, Nottingham 

Mokrron, Joun, Stockton on Tees, Upholsterer. Jan 28 at 3.30. 
North Western Hotel, Birmingham 

na, RICHARD JOHN, Middlesborough, Out of business. Jan 3iati2. Off 

or! 

PasHLEY, WILLIAM, Banham, Norfolk, Farmer. Jan 29 at 12. Off Reo,8, King 
st, Norwich 

Foces, ARTHUR, Winchester, Carpenter. Feb 2 at 2. Off Reo, 4, East st, 


Queen and 


eC, 


pton 
POWERS, hk eat Lidlington, Beds, Farmer. Jan 28 at 19. 8, St Paul’s square, 


SIBLEY, Huey JAMES, Watling st, Manufacturer’s Agent. Jan 28at12, Bank- 


~~ tcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

SaiTH, JoHN, Newcastle on Tyne, Poulterer’s Aadstant. Feb 1 at 2. Off Rec, 
Pink lane, hae ae on Tyne 

SmiTu, coma, B . Yarn Agent. Jan 28 at 12. Off Rec, 31, Manor row, 


mout. 
Jan 28at3. Off Reo, 31, Manor 
Urton, WILLIAM GEoRGE, Bailgate, Lgnoctn, Tobacconist’s 
Off Rec, 31, Manor 
row, Bradfo 
Wru114Ms, Jonn, Corwen, Merionethshire, Builder. Jan 29 at 11. Owen 
Feb 1 at 12. 
ct’s sq, Lincoln 


Bradford 
STH, ae, Plymouth, Ice Merchant. Jan 31 at1i. 18, Frankfort st, Ply- 
STATHAM, JONATHAN, Bingley, Stuff Finisher. 
row, Bradford 
Tuener, THomaS Hanrer, Sheffield, Wire Worker. Jan 31 at 12.30. Off Ree, 
Figtree 4 Sheftield 
Assistant. Feb 1 at 
11, _ Off Rec, 2, 8t Benedict's Po <ae n 
Waite, Jon, Bin Saad Yorks, Cab Proprietor. Jan 28at 11. 
Watts, Cardiff, Boot Dealer. Jan 31 at3. Off Rec, 3, Crockherbtown, 
Wu114Ms, Henry Davips Bayiey, Carnarvon. Febiat3. Off Rec, Chester 
Glyndwr Hotel, Corwen 
WILLOoWs, JOHN, Market Rasen, Lincolnshire, Grocer, Off Ree, 2, 
St edi 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Apap, capean, Thorpe le Vale, Lincoln, Farmer. 


Lincoln, Pet Jan 8. Ord 


ASHTON, . Jou THOMAS, Stalybridge, Cheshire, Draper. Ashton under Lyne and 
Stalybridge. Pet Jan i9. Ord Jan 19 

Pam, Jace, ont a8, Mile End Old Town, Contractor. High Court. Pet Jan 
4. anil 

Boy. poeune, Staines rd, Hounslow, Publican. Brentford. Pet Dec 9. O1d 

an 1 
ene By and Henry Sow Ter, Bristol, Booksellers. Bristol. Pet Dec 15. 
19 


an 
, JAMES, Gt Ouseburn, Yorks, Farmer. York. Pet Jani7. Ord Jan 19 
CLEGG, UHARLES, Manchester, Architect. Manchester. Pet Jani. Ord Jan 19 
CLEMERSON, Henry, Ilkeston, Derby, Painter. Derby. Pet Nov 23. OrdJan18 
Connor, Ropert WoOMERSLEY, Sendal Magna, nr Wakefield, out of business. 
Wakefield. Pet Jani7. Ord Jan 18 
DEnHAM, WILLIAM GRAHAM, Scott’s ter, Trafalgar rd, Old 5 oe 4, Umbrella 
Furniture Manufacturer. High Court. Pet Janis. Ord J 
iG, JAMES, Consett, Durham, Milk Vendor. Newcastle yt ayes. Pet 
ton 19. Ord Jan 19 
Sart, oan, Tipton, Stafford, out of business. Oldbury. Pet Jan 11. Ord 


an 1 

Bpwrages Ouameae Huan, Birmingham, Solicitor. Birmingham. Pet Sept 22. 
Ord Jan 17 

ELLs, Le ~ fs Nottingham, Pianoforte Tuner. Nottingham. Pet Jan 
1 9 

Rene. Sewaky Tuomas, Manchester, Merchant. Manchester. Pet Dec 11. 


EB, Redcross st, Goods Importer. High Court. Pet Novs. Ord Jan 17 


See, Ord Jan tt Bucxiz, Falmouth, Licensed Victualler. Truro. Pet Jan 
Gnowxs, oo Day, Biddenden, Kent, Plumber. Hastings. Pet Jani4. Ord 
an 


Hayuvrst, Joun Parkinson, Hulme, Cheshire, Grey Cloth Salesman. Stock- 
. Pet Jan 19. —— 19 

Hopexrys, » Chaddesley Corbett, Worcester, Farmer. Kidder- 
minster. Pet Jan 10” Ord Jan 10 

anya . pena CHARLES, Spalding, Farmer. Peterborough. Pet Jan 12. Ord 

an 

Isaac, Henry SALrER, Ottery St Mary, Devon, Carrier. Exeter. Pet Jan 18. 

Ord Jan 18 


» Gi » M ¥ 
doe cums WEE, Lianywonno, Glamorgan, Mason. Pontypridd. Pet Jan 14. 





eapen © Gye Wr11am, Pewsey, Wilts, Innkeeper. Swindon. Pet Jan 17. 


an 19 
KNIGHT, Sacnen, Southsea, Watchmaker. Portsmouth. Pet Jan 12. Ord 
Manchester. Pet Jan 18, 


Jan 13 
Laws, CHARLES Harpy, Rochdale, Photographer, 


LEVINSOHN, THEODOR, Newcastle on Tyne, Restaurant Keeper. Newcastle on 
Tyne. Pet Jan18. Ord Jan 

LinpseEY, Samvzt, Cheltenham, Cab Proprietor. Cheltenham. Pet Jan 17. Ord 

Ora 


Jan 19 
MariEn, J James, Nottingham, out of business. Nottingham. Pet Jan 12. 
17 
PIEh, Semen, Nottingham, out of business, Nottingham. Pet Jan 15. Ord 
Pet 


Poses Dee = BS ig ma Lancs, Watch Material Dealer. Liverpool. 
an 1 
ROWLANDS, DANIEL, Cardiff, Grocer. Cardiff. PetJani. Ord Jan 15 


Gam, S bot peal Henry, Mile End rd, Baker. High Court. Pet Jan 5. Ord 


Sanne : Somn, and Isaac Horton, Moxley, nr Wednesbury, Ironmasters. Wal- 
sall. Pet Jan4. Ord Jan 18 
ons, Quonce WHazAn Be , Bury Bt Edmunds, Coachbuilder. Bury St Edmunds. 
‘et Jan 1 
SmiruH, JOHN, mousse on "Tyne, Poulterer’s Assistant. Newcastle on Tyne. 
Pet Jan 19, Ord Jan 1 
SMITH, hay pes Plymouth, Ice Merchant. East Stonehouse. Pet Jan 14. Ord 


n 19 
SwIxDOx, PA Rostna, Piccadilly, Photographer. High Court. Pet Jan 7. 
r 


Taseegs. Sanaa, Sejaek, , Glamorganshire, Grocer. Pontypridd. Pet Jan 10, 
rd Jan 
THOMPSON, ous pacman, Broadstairs, Schoolmistress, Oanterbury. Pet Dec 


8. Ord J 
WuitE, JOHN, Petersfield, Hants, Gent. Portsmouth. Pet Deci5. Ord Janis 


Weregaam, Joum, Corwen, Merionethshire, Builéer. Wrexham, Pet Jan 19 
rd Jan 
Wayans, youn JOSEPH, Spalding, Farmer. Peterborough. Pet Jan 13, Ord 


Jan i 
te, TUESDAY, Jan. 25, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
AGAR, WILLIAM, Newcastle under Lyme, Grocer. Hanley, Burslem, and Tun- 
stall. Pet Jan 22. Ord Jan 22 
BaRUXAcal, J 8, chester, Salesman. Manchester. Pet Jané6. Ord Jan 20 
Basse, ] i+ aseae Foster LA Trose, Torquay, Gent. Exeter. Pet Nov 25, 


eee om, Kidderminster, Letter Carrier. Kidderminster. Pet Jan 19. 
Boyce, . oe OHN + ~ Cornwell, Oxford, Clerk in Holy Orders, Oxford. Pet Jan 21. 


Duane, Wiis Hexey, Britonferry, Glamorgan, Accountant. Neath. Pet 
an an 20 
CaRTER, Wr114m Epwarp, Cheapside, Jeweller. High Court. Pet Jan 21. 


Ord Jan 21 
. puzasem, Plymouth, Tobacconist. East Stonehouse. Pet 


CHIPMAN, HENRY 
Jan 20. Ord Jan 20 

CHOAT, JAMES. Milton next Gravesend, Licensed Victualler. Rochester. Pet 
Jan 21. Ord Jan 21 

CLARK, THOMAS GEORGE, ae, Wick, Tea Merchant. Kingston, Surrey. 
Pet Jan 20. Ord Jan 

CLARKE, EDWIN JAMES, et Baker. Exeter. Pet Jan 22. Ord Jan 22 

DE ZuUNIGA, JOSE, and JosE BARBADILLO, Heddon st, Regent st, Woollen Mer- 
chants. High Court. Pet Jan 22. Ord Jan 22 

Doe, = GzoRGE, Penarth, Chemical yee Cardiff. PenJan20 Ord 


Rowse, Henry, Liverpool, Accountant. Liverpool. Pet Jan 22. Ord Jan 22 


EsDAILE, EDWARD MARGRAVE, and ARTHUR WELLINGTON eaerr, Wenlock rd, 
Machine Sawyers. High Court. Pet Jan2i1. Ord Jan 
FISKEN, Jeune ScouLER, Wharf rd, City rd, Dyer. High Court. Pet Jan 20, 


Ord 
we Lh W., P niieitit: Brush Manufacturer. Manchester. Pet Jan7. Ord 
youn, Tow, North Shields, Builder. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet Jan 22. Ord 


GA‘tLICK, THomas, and Jonn Epwarp PuckEermnG. Tubb’s rd, Willesden 
Ord Jan 21 
ufacturer. 


Junction, Builders. High Court. Pet Jan 21. 
GREEN, WILLIAM JOBEN, Nottingham, Bicycle Man Nottingham. Pet 
Jan 21. Ord Jan 2t 
GRIFFITHS, WILLIAM, Worcester, Baker. Worcester. Pet Jan 20. Ord Jan 20 
Gaorms, Gacase, Radcliffe, Lancs, out of business. Bolton. Pet Dec3i. Ord 
an 
wee ANDREW WEBSTER, Manchester, Traveller. Salford. PetJan2i. Ord 


Haag, Taowas o Heeer, Uphill, nr Folkestone, Blacksmith. Canterbury. Pet 
Jan 
Hakzt, JOnN, Old Broad st, Merchant. High Court. Pet Nov 25. Ord Jan 20 
Hart, SABER, & Co, Geoem house, Old Broad st, Merchants. High Court. 
Pet Jan4. Ord Jan 20 
ASHIM, Kuarim, Manchester, Merchant. High Court. Pet Nov 26. Ord Jan 19 


HENZELL, WILLIAM J, Newcastle on Tyne, Importer of Foreign Produce, New- 
castle on Tyne. Pet Jan 6. Ord Jan 20 fe 
Himanoe, J Lag — en, netealiies,* Wheelwright. Derby. Pet Jan 20. 


HvuGHEs, WALTER HENRY, and Henry James Gwitim™, Newport Mon, Out- 
fitters. Newport, Mon, Pet Jan2i. Ord Jan 21 
urges, Wissen yar. ‘Weston super Mare, General Dealer. Bridgwater. 
an 22, ir an 22 


IRVINE, JOSEPH, Chester, Grocer. Chester, Pet Jan 20. Ord Jan 21 
JAMES, WILLIAM, Kenn, Devon, Organist. Exeter. Pet Jan22. Ord Jan 22 


=, Fees, Barts Hill, Worcestershire, Baker. Dudley. Pet Jan 
an 2 


Morton, —, High st, Peckham, Draper. pay Court. Pet Dec17, Ord Jan 21 

MURRAY, SAMUEL ALEXANDER, Barrow in Furn Dra Ul ton and 
qpere w in Furness. Pet Jan 19. Ord Jan 19 = ar’ os m 

Orp, W ww in Furness, Grocer, Uiversten and Barrow in Furness. 


P mei ub. ety J. BA F sparch 

‘A , JOHN, an OHN 10, 10. ‘en avenue, Steamshi 
Managers. High Court. Pet Jan 2. Ord Jan ° . 
Price. RicHarD, _—= Stoke, cece” Tinian: Leominster. Pet 


Jan 21. Ord Jan F 6 
. Btoc e 
a Se erate S = Gaintord, ‘farmer. kton on Tees and Middlesborough. 
pours, Gollese st, Cannon st, Merchant. High Court. Pet Dec 15, 
eure. yr py RACHEL, Gomshall, Surrey, Widow. Portsmouth. Pet Jan 
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BarcyELous, Joun, St Neots, out of business. Oroydon. Pet Deo 31. Ord 
BowraNns, Davin Henry, Lianelly, Grocer. Carmarthen. Pet Jan 20. Ord 


yer, Eo ‘Eowiy, St Michael, Hereford, Farmer. Hereford. Pet Jan 21. Ord 
BoAMAN. Nawooxe, Horncastle, Lincoln, Wheelwright. Lincoln. Pet Jan 20. 


Scott, WILLIAM, Boningale, Salop, Farmer. Madeley. Pet Jan 20, Ord Jan 20 

SHINGLETON, RopeRt, Upper Ground st, Packaoitem, Manager of Shingleton Ice 
Co. High Court. Pet Nov 4. Jan 

Syoox, Jon, Urchfont, Wilts, out of business, Bath. Pet Jan21. Ord Jan 21 


SowRray, SARAH, Tholthorpe, Yorks, out of business. York. Pet Jan 22. Ord 
ie ene, ABRAHAM, Todmorden, Yorks, Farmer. Burnley. Pet Jan22. Ord 
STANSFIELD, Tuomas, Rochdale, Lancashire, Farmer. Oldham. Pet Jan 22. Ord 
Tnoxs, Epwanp Henry, Oldham, Oil Merchant. Oldham. PetJan 21. Ord 


Tompson, GEoRGE Wit11AM, Norton, per © Stockton on Tees, Millwright. 
Stockton on Tees and Middiesboro Pet Jan 21. Ord Jan 21 
THORPE, JAMES, Halifax, Stone Mason. Finiita Pet Jan 20. Ord Jan 2 


tourg Casaae, Charles st, Hatton gdn, Butcher. High Court. Pet Jan 

1. Jan 2 

Urray. THOMAS, — MorRTIMER, and HENRY bf mney Hebden Bridge, 
Yorks, Contractors. Burnley. Pet Jan2i. Ord Jan 2 

Wanprvoros, GEORGE, Harrogate, out of business. York. Pet Jan 22. Ord 


22 
WestTrorp, WALLIS, Sheffield. Grocer. Sheffleld. PetJan2i. Ord Jan 21 


Ware, a eo 7, 0. C., Cadogan rd, Surbiton, Gent. Kingston, Surrey. Pet 

ec 16. 

wusy, §, Jains KOTTANCE, Heaton Norris, Timber Merchant. Stockport. Pet 
an 22 

Worrexprs, Wu111AM, Shambles st, Barnsley, Plumber. Barnsley. Pet Jan 21, 


an 21 
Woop, Joun, Hastings, Fishmonger. Hastings. Pet Jan6. Ord Jan 22 


The following amended notice is substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Dec 21. 
HINES, ¥ ouva. Measham, Derbyshire, Butcher. Burton on Trent. Pet Dec 13, 


B P. Cheddleto: ginteed Sten a S. eb 1 t11, Off Rec, 23, King 
AILEY, PAUL, m, ord, memason. Feb iat 11, 
Edward st, Macclesfield 
eure. Bpwato, Tudworth, Yorks, Farm Manager. Feb 2 at 12.30, Guildhall, 
oncas 

Biocu, CHARLES, Fremont st, South Hackney, Shoe Bow Manutacturer. Feb i 
at12, 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

pu, = H, Stralock terr, Parson’s green, Fulham, Builder. Feb 1 at 11. 33, 

st, Lincoln’s inn 


Besant ILLIAM TIRE, Briton Ferry, Glamorgan, Accountant, Feb 1 at 4. 


Hotel, Nea’ 
CARRICK, WILLIAM, Winshester, Brewer. Feb 2at3. Off Rec, 4, East st, South- 
Ourrua®, Henry ALEXANDER, Plymouth, Tobacconist. Feb 8atii. 18, Frank- 
fort st, Plymouth 
Ouous, = AMES, m Soavesend, Licensed Victualler. Feb 4 at 11.30. Off Rec, High 
st, och 


, EDWIN JAmEs, Torquay, Baker. Feb5at1ii. Castle of Exeter 


Coxon, Rospert WOMERSLEY, Sandal Magna, Yorks, out of business, Feb 1 at 
Off Southgate chbrs, Southgate, Wakefield 
Couna, ARTHUR Hopkins, Newport, Salop, Farmer. Feb 8 at 2% County 


Jourt, Stafford 
yom Tom, ot Shields, Builder. Feb 5at11. Off Rec, Pink lane, New- 
castle on 
GEDDES, OunistornEr, Dodworth, Yorks, Fire Clay Goods Manufacturer. Feb 
2ati10. Off 3, Eastgate, af 
GLANVILLE, THomas Buckiz, Falmouth, Licensed Victualler. Feb1at12. Off 
Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 
GouDiNG, Jame 2amsaA, N orthwich, Coal Dealer. Feb 9 at 11.15. 152, Hospital 
an 
GREAVES, Tuomas PowELt, Rotherham, Tailor. Feb 2 at 3.30. Off Rec, Figtree 


lane, Sheffield 
GRIFFITHS, WILLIAM, Worcester, Baker. Feb4atil. Off Rec, Worcester 
Growns, JAMES Day, Biddenden, Kent, Toomer. Feb 2 at 2.30. Spencer & 
Reeves, Mount Pleasant, T mee age w 
mr KS JOHN Parkinson. Hulme, A von Cloth Salesman. Feb 4 at 12.30. 


OS Fem Count, inns J. N chbrs, Market l, Stockport 
HENZELL, W Newcastle on Tyne, G " a Commission Agent. Feb 1 
at 3. Off Ree, Rec, Pink lane, Newcas 


Hm1, Lig 2 poe New Broad st, Retired Naval’ Officer. Feb@atiil, 33, Carey 


HOOKER, ALFRED, mize, lane lane, Peckham, Importer of Buttons. Feb 3 ati. 33, 
Carey st, Linco! 
JOHN, QwiLYyM, Pentrpeiad, Grocer. Feb 8at12. Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 


ee ee OwEN, Lianwonno, Glamorgan, Mason. Feb 3 at 11. Off Rec, 


hyr Tydfil 

Lzga, WitLiam, Coventry, Licensed Victualler. Feb 2 at 11. Off Ree, 17, 
Hertford st, Coventry 

MALE, JAMES ROBERT, No orwood rd, Herne Hill, Builder. Feb 2at2.30, Bank- 

ruptcy bdgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 

Moncam, JoHN RICHARD, Nottingham, Fancy Draper. Feb 8 at 12. Off Rec, 1, 

pavement, Nottingham 

Moro, SaRAug, » Brecon, Widow. Feb 2ati12. Elephant Hotel, Newtown 

Newton, WILLIAM, Mitre ct, Temple, Gent. Feb 1 at 2.80. 33, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn 

Osea, gine | Yeovil, Ironmonger. Feb 4 at 2. Royal Talbot Hotel, Victoria 
st, 

Prxez, Josnre Nottingham, out of business. Feb 1at11, Off Rev, 1, High pave- 
ment, Nottingham 

TUS. eo RacHEL, Gomshall, Surrey, Widow. Feb 8 at 12. 166, Queen 


rtsea 
Ruopm, Tuomas Isaac Epwakp, Dancer rd, sy arpa rd, Journalist. Feb 1 at 11. 
Backruptcy bidgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s 
Sanps, WitLIAM HENRY, Mile End rd, hy “Feb 2 at 11. Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 
Scuatz, JacoB, Birmingham, Merchant. Feb10at11. Off Rec, Birmingham 


Scorr, Wri114M, Boningale, Salop, Farmer. Feb9 at 2 Oounty Court, Made- 


SmirH, GEORGE WILLIAM, Dury. bag Edmunds, Oarriage Buildar. Feb 8 at 1.45. 
Bury 8t Edmusd 


mene rg on? es aes 
cmiths. Feb 8 at 12. 83, Carey st. 

Swenges, Bema Rosusd, Fees Photegrapher. Feb 8 at2.90. 83, Carey st, 
as 

THomas Bowann Henzy, Oldham, Oll Merchant, Feb at 8. Off Reo, Priory 

oh Union st, Oldham 

THOMAS, hr stradyfodwg, Glamorganshire, Grocer. Feb 1 at 12. Off 

THORPE, JAMES, Mason. Feb 4 at 10,30, Off Rec, Halifax 

Wanqgnsecn, Gaaeen, Harrogate, out of business. Feb 5 at 12, Off Reo, 17 


Wurre, FuaNx Canren, Kentish Town rd, out of business. Feb 2 at 12. 33, 


Lincoln's im 
The following amended notice is tor that published in the 
4at2. Sanders & Son, Barn- 


Gazette of 
BaiLeY, Heney, jun, Marwood, Devon, Gent. 
The foll Amended Notice fe substituted for that in the 
ollowing eed published 


BEENY, CAROLINE, Sussex, Corn Gama ‘Merchant. Jan 9% at 12. Off 
{Pavilion bldge, Brighton a 
ONS. 


BorroM1zY, Jonny, Bradford, Pet Jon 4. Ord Jan 19 
Bourne, Henry, Kidderminster, Letter Carrier. Kidderminster. Pet Jan 19. 


Ord Jan 19 
Boror, Joux Cox, Cornwell, Oxford, Olerk in Holy Orders. Oxford. Pot Jan 21. 


Baas, Wasnaae | we Britonferry, Glamorgan, Accountant. Neath. Pet 
an Jan 
Brown, RoBErtT James, St John st, Clerkenwell, Football Manufnoturer. High 
Court. Pet Jan 19. Ord Jan 19 
Branees, Gaoese EDWARD ae Sartmouth rd, Forest hill, Printer. Green- 
w 


Pet Dec 31. baal 

Cane, Wim, , Cattle Dealer. Leicester. Pet Jan 17, 
Canrypeaes Eowr Haus Hull, Boot Dealer. Kingston ; 
beet zx ri Jani ‘ull, upon 


Ord Jan 
Jan 20, Ord Jan rg shed 
an 

CLARKE, EDWIN 9 a may, Baer Exeter. Pet Jan 22. Ord Jan 22 


Cnavuneny, Sone 5 ay Queen’s rd, Wimbledon, Journalist. High Court. 
an Ord Jan 1 
Cox, THomas, Newport, Mon, Steam Tug Owner. Newport, Mon. Pet Jan 19. 


Ord Jan 20 
Davis, ALPRED, Britonferry, Glamorgan, Poultry Desler. Neath. Pet Jan 17. 
DAviss, "Grd Jans <—_: Insurance Collector. Neath. Pet Jan 


17. 
)ovuGLAS, CHARLES DonRn, Q Dnges Taames st, Patent Lock Manu- 


ag yoy 
Dovtt, HENRY, Penshurst Ee Eiko Tunbridge Wells. Pet Jan 10. 
resin” ta. ALFRED JOHN Qesmaa, eS Ee Cobian 
ARTHUR Mappock DRaBBLE, Worksop, N 
Sheffield. Pet Dec 29. Ord Jan21i 
Coventry, 


Etson, THomAsS FRAncis, Draper. Coventry. Pet Janiz. OrdJan 20 

ane Sapna, Giyenanth, Glamorganshire, Licensed Victualler. Neath. Pet 

EwBank. KY South Stockton, Yorks, Brick Manufacturer. Stockton on Tees 
we Zours, Sout Sip Pet’ Dec 23. Ord Jan 19 " 

Foun, ¥. ¥-. Mametentey Brush Manufacturer. Manchester. Pet Jan7. Ord 

an 
Forpg, THomas, Newport, Fruiterer, Newport, Mon. Pet Jan 15. Ord Jan 20 
GARDNER, THOMAS, Pendleton, Lancashire, Dairyman. Salford, Pet Jan3. Ord 


20 
Gairrirus, WIL11AM, Worcester, Baker. Worcester. Pet Jan 20, Ord Jan 20 
Hat, Enooun, Gt Grimsby, Millwright. Gt Grimsby. Pet Jani. Ord Jan 20 


mamas Y, a. vee, Manchester, Brewer’s Traveller. Salford. Pet 
an an 
Hanzis, THomas Henry, oe. ur Folkestone, Blacksmith. Canterbury. 


Pet Jan 20. Ord Jan 21 
Cattle Dealer. Birmingham. Pet Jan 1%. 


eee Ord Jan 30 
HENZELL, W owes st Tyne, Commission Agent. Newcastle on 


‘Tyne. Pet Jan Ord Jan 
Hires, SonvA, Measham, Derby, Butcher, Burton on Trent. Pet Dec 19. Ord 


Messner Joun, Chaddesden, Derby, Wheelwright. Derby. Pet Jan20. Ord 


20 
Jauns, WILLUM, Kenn, Devon, Organist. Exeter. PetJan22. Ord Jan22 ~~ 
Jomns, Bacmaxp Monax, Lianguiche, Glamorgan, Pprunae, Neath. Pet Jani. 


KEENAHAN, JOHN, Liverpool, Stationer. Liverpool. Pet Dec 29. Ord Jan 22 


Kener, Som se Ord Jan pees Provision 

Mecham a Oour Bet dan tt00 

LowE. wwe, use =x my See Pet Jani7. Ord 
an 21 


Sasi, tenieae, Sl Bristol. Pet Jan 7. eh ese 
Mur1eR, FREDERICK, Harts Hill, Worcester, Baker. Dudley. PetJan21. Ord 


Jan 21 
Nears, GEORGE, Bristol, Coach Builder. Bristol. PetJan10. Ord Jan 21 
Rutew, Esuann Jame, Middleborough, ont of Vannes York. Pet Jan 19, 


20 
Oun, Westar Deseow te Feehenn Grocer. Uivestion sak Geteon So Bernens. 
Pet Jan %. Ord Jan 2% 
Pans, T. 0. Bridlington st, Nottingham, Builder. Nottingham. Pot Doo 2 


Pasmien, | Witu14M, Banham, Norfolk, Farmer. Norwich. Pet Jan 15. Ord 


Pasxyuoun, Wriuuse Huey, Golden lane, Printer High Court, Pet Deo 13, 
PooLE, ARTHUR, Wincheste?, Carpenter. Winchester. Pet Jani4. OrdJan 10 
Rur2, Boys, Patten Gt Michal, Masntontaieny Suan Hereford. Pet Jan 
ScanAx, Newooate, Horncastle, Lincolnshire, Wheelwright Lincoln. Pet Jan 
Soorr, WILLIAM, py = war i Madeley. Pet Jan 19. Ord Jan 21 


Srupson, J Wyaage Gacsecm, Dewsbury, Yorks, Engineers. Dews- 
auoot Ss, On U oe Ya Ore Jan fa Bath. Pe+Jan2i. Ord Jan 2% 





SmrrH, oan Sean Nottingham, Grocer. Feb 1at12. Off Rec, 1, High 
vemen 
Sowmay, BAnAl, Tholthorpe, Yorks, out of business. Feb 5 at 1, Off Rec, Blake 
or 


Sowssy, Sinan, Tholthorpe, Yorks, out of business. York, Pet Jan. Ord 
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Taam. Hewry Joun. Be Ball’s pond rd, Islington, Leather Seller. High Court. Pet 
18. Ord 
as, EowanD Hi iiuxny, Oldham, Oil Merchant. Oldham. Pet Jan@i. Ord 
an 21 


The following amended notice is substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Jan 11. 


Brooxes, THomas, Wrexham, Brewer. Wrexham, Pet Dec 29, Ord Jan8 








Torre, James, Halifax, Mason. Halifax. Pet Jan 20. Ord Jan 20 
Tuyewe, Wrmi1M. and Cartton CumsBersaTcH_ MICHELL, Torrington sq 





Organ Builders. High Court. Pet Nov 15 and Dee 21, cons 

Jan 6. Jan 19 

Toy, ARTHUR tenn, Birmingham, Brassfounder. Birmingham. Pet Jan 19. 
Jan 


WanpprInoror, . ae Harrogate, Yorks, out of business. York. Pet Jan 22. 
Jan 22 
Wrist, OWEN W, Pwilheli, Carnarvon, Grocer. Bangor. Pet Nov 4. Ord 
‘an 22 
WorrEeNnDEN, W1It1t1AM, Shambles st, Barnsley, Plumber. Barnsley. PetJan 21. 


an 
‘Woop, Joun, Hastings, Fishmonger. Hastings. Pet Jan6. Ord Jan 22 
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SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA | 


Arti- ic Cocoa or Choocelate Powder. 
Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality 
th t the excess of fat extracted. 

The Facul ounce ¥ ** che most s Eanches per- 
fectly o perenen Se Eronkton, | ancheon, or 

Supper, and invaluable for Invalids and 

seg by the entire Medical Pi Press. 
ae hout or wt admixture, it suits 
keeps for one in al 1 climates, and is four 
Cimen the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED 
with starch, &c., and Im REALITY CHEAPER than such 


~~ instaniareo.sly wit .iling water, a teaspoonful 
a Breakfast Cup, costing less than a mny, 
Gouscenme 4 La Varitxz is the most delicate, digestible, 
Chocolate, and may be taken when 
richer chocolate is prohibited. 


fm tins at 1s. 6d., 3s., 58. 6d., &c., by Chemists and | 


Grocers, 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietor, 
. Somwarrzze & Co., 10, Adam-st., Strand, London, W.0 | 


BLISHED 1872. 
NSTITUTION- for BOYS of the UPPER 
Misfortune or eee om — | 
on, and Five Guineas 


ad 
pm mghe or education, ag ge ood clothin 
the St. Michael’s, aothing 


Latin, French, ‘Mathematics. 
BIECTIVE OFFICES (SLATER’S).— 
City of The coly ‘ owledged Establishment in the | 

Terms modera' 


EDE AND SON, 
ROBE gp} - MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty. the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of 
the Judicial seach, atomeage of London, &c. 


ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSBL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, eats Clerks, 
and Clerks of the Peace. 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY AND “CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 











RATION, LIMITE 
AMOUNT OF GAPITAL SUBSORIBED, £08 


000 
Offices of the Corporation— ‘ 


| Sir SypNEY H. 'Wieunean, ewe 

| Policies are now being issued 6 is Corporation 
insuring Mo: of aaa Lessehold 
| Property, holders of erent yo and 
——— Stock, against loss of principai and in- 


These Policies bing 8 be of especial advan’ to 
s who may be held msible for losses 
consequent Lig Ln eir Investmen 
| Mortgagors in: uring with the ‘Corporation will 
also be enabled rm obtain Advances at the lowest 
-—To Solicitors and other | pogeible rate of interest. 


Corporation also grants Policies to 
Men and Gentlemen of Limited In- 
few t & Of the above, ave admitted | holders insuring the return of the pth invested 


oy -s ao wn School of high tone on greatly at b¥ expiration of their leases or at any fixed 
reduced —For particulars address, in strict 

confidence, ‘‘Mu,” care of Messrs. Relfe * me 6, 
Charterhouse-buildings, Aldersgate, City, E.C. 





Apply, write, wire, or telephone, 
onsultations free. Telephone 
Manager, 27, Basinghall- 





pPROsTION.- 
ae ge ap 


to the Secretary. order, 


JAS. C. PRINSEP. Secretary. 





January 6, 1887. 


ORTHERN ASSURANCE COMPANY, 
Established 1836. 
Lonrpor: 1, Mesrqee, E.C, AszepzEex: 1, 


Union-terrace. 
INCOME rs FUNDS (1885) :— 
Fire Premiums ... oo £577,000 
Life Premiums ..,. se 191,000 


Interest... ove eee 132,000 
Accumulated Funds «> $8,134,000 


EVERSIONARY and LIFE INTE. 
RESTS in LANDED or FUNDED PROPERTY 

or other Securities and Annuities ap ag or Loans 
or Annuities thereon granted, by UITABLE RE. 
VERSIONARY INTEREST BOOIETY LIMITED), 10, 
Lancaster-place, Waterloo Bridge, Strand. Established 
1835. = £500,000. Interest on Loans may be 


capitali 
. CLAYTON 
o: E. CLAYTON, 


rine GAZETTE fa by authority) and 
NDON ADVERTISEMENT 
OPFICE.—No. “wy, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 


is ors GREEN, Advertisement Agent 


begs to direct the attention of the Legal Profession 
to the advantages of his long experience of upwards of 
forty years, in the special insertion of all pro forma 
notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued support.— 
N.B. One copy of advertisement onl: he ~~ and the 
strictest care and promptitude ass Official stamped 
forms for advertisement and file of “London Gazette”’ 
kevt. Bv appointment. 


porns ISH your z_ BOVE or APART- 





bg rose pan Menoy without Fees—amounts | 
1,000—| lying elsewh M 
CLIBUBN, Personally if possible, 43, Great Tower: | 


TW SRIPaRANCE —Ladies suffering from 
the effects of Intemperance or from the use of 
are ed for with security and ev com- 


fort. ent for indies? ; Second Depart- 
ment for the ds of tradesmen. ay to the 


, 8t. Raphael’s, Woodside, Croydon. 
CAVENDISH COLLEGE, (am bridge. 


— 











PRESIDENT : 
HIS GRACE THE DUKE OF DEVONSHIRE, E.G. 
The Object of this College is to enable Students at 
th earliest d at oderate 
a tale the Univeralis Dearec ts kote Lawn 


Students are admitted at 16, and a Degree may be 


} Joint 
Secretaries 











taken at 19. 

Fhe Sottese Charges for Lodging and Board ‘with 
an Extra Term a Lane Vi on), inchudine all 
eee ae on for the B.A. Degree, 


oo seme aay to the WARDEN, 





ESTABLISHED 1851. 
LRE BE OX 





Bank undertakes for its Customers, free ot 
gaa te and and Valuables; te’ Ke collection” of La : 
aaa 


BIRKBECK ALAMANACIC, with full partion. 
lars, post-free, on application. 
FRANCIS RAVENSOROFT, Manager. 


F. MOEDER, = om, , and 250, Tottenham-court- 
road, Foes na 2s, 20, and 21, Morwell-street, W. Estab- 


ALSO for HIRE ONLY. 








HE MOs SASS INSURANCE COR- | 


UNTEARABLE LETTER: 
COPYING BOOKS. 


(HOWARD'S PATENT.) 
1,000 Leaf Book, 5s. 64. ; 
500 Leaf Book, 3s. 6d. 
English made, | 
THE BEST LETTER COPYING BOOK OUT. ~ 


WODDERSPOON & CO., 
7, SERLE STREET, awp 1, PORTUGAL STREET 
LINOCOLN’S INN, W.O. 


INTEMPERANCE. 
JOLMAN HILL HOUSE RETREAT, 


HALESOWEN, WORCESTERSHIRE. 


Licensed gee the ne At vs C1, i Ladies only. 
2s. per w 











eek. 
| Apply to the Proprietors, "eee & Dz Dennt, Towns-~ 


H: use. Halesowen. 


PARTRIDGE ¢ & COOPER, 


ERAL STATIONERS, 
1&2, CHANCERY LANE LONDON &£.0, 











For particulars and omnes. of Tpeueunee apply | 


Deeds and Writings copied on the Premises ~ 
= nes dispatch, at the lowest scale of | 
charges. A gocd Discount allowed on agreed accounts | 

LAW PRINTING. 

STATEMENTS OF CLAIM AND DEFENCE, AFFI.- 
DAVITS, and other PLEADING, Printed at 1s. per folio, 

DEEDS, CONVEYANCES, MORTGAGES, &c., Printed 

in form for Registration. 
Discount allowed for cash on agreed accounts. 


! ppb pertedl hd 


ABSTRACTS PETITIONS, DRAFTS 
MINUTES oF OF EVIDENCE, Lithographed 


Cu Copying and Eugrossing, 
<a Gates 


gre 

PLANS OF Boo, ip <n at BUILD © 
ING SOCIETIES’ DEEDS, LEASES, &c., Lithographed ~ 
with accuracy and dispatch. 


PARCHMENT AND LEGAL PAPERS | 
Samples and Catalogues sent post-free. 5 





The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1883. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 


AUTHORITY, 








Tho BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate 
“MEMORANDA. a a OF ASSOCIATION © 


rm fo: 
dincibatlon, SHARE C BR 8, DEB 


IFIOATES, D 
engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEAL 
a) executed, No Charge for Sketches. 


Solicitors’ Aco Account E Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
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